Pages  3291-3328 


^0NAL4^ 


FEDERAL 


WftR  17 


REGISTER 


VOLUME  29 


*^34 

^^A/ITEO^ 


NUMBER  50 


Washington,  Thursday,  March  12,  1964 


Contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING 
SERVICE 

Rules  and  RegMiations 

Lettuce  grown  in  Lower  Rio 
Grande  Valley  of  south  Texas; 
shipment  limitation _  3304 

Statements  of  general  policy 
under  Packers  and  Stoct^ards 
Act;  market  agencies  pairing  ex¬ 
penses  of  livestock  buyers;  cor¬ 


rection _  3304 

Proposed  Rule  Makiiig 

Milk: 

Eastern  Colorado;  proposed 
termination  of  provision  of 

order _ _ _  3309 

Central  and  Toledo,  Ohio; 
recommended  decision -  3308 

Notices 

Cattle  Center,  Inc.,  et  al.;  posted 
stockyards _  3316 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  kCarketing 
Service. 

Notices 

Texas;  designation  of  area  for 
emergency  loans _  3316 

AIR  FORCE  DEPARTMENT 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Contract  administration;  correc¬ 
tion _ 3307 

atomic  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Licensing  of  byproduct  material; 
extension  of  time  for  public 
comment _  3310 

avIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

International  Air  Transport 


Association  (5  documents)  ___  3319, 

3320 

Lake  Central  Airlines,  Inc _  3316 

COAST  GUARD 

Notices 

kapok  buoy  suit  cushions; 
Withdrawal  of  approvals _  3315 


CUSTOMS  BUREAU 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Customs  districts,  ports,  and  sta¬ 
tions;  ports  of  entry -  3293 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Ports  of  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul, 

Minn. ;  proposed  change  in  area.  3308 

Notices 

Minitanks  from  Austria;  import 
restriction _  3316 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Air  Force  Department. 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 


Rules  and  Regulations 

Control  zones,  transition  areas  and 
control  area  extension;  altera¬ 
tion,  designation  and  revoca¬ 
tion _ _  3293 

Standard  instrument  approach 
procedures;  miscellaneous 
amendments _  3294 

Proposed  Rule  Making 

Altimeter  system  requirements..  3310 

Lockheed;  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tives _  3313 

Notices 

Garden  State  Television  Cable 
Corp.;  determination  of  no  haz¬ 
ard  to  air  navigation _  3320 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Machlowitz,  Irving _  3321 

Marietta  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 
(WBIE)  and  Cobb  Coimty 

Broadcasting  Co _  3321 

Seaman,  Charles  A _  3321 

United  Artists  Broadcasting, 

Inc.,  et  a] -  3322 


FEDERAL  MARITIME 
COMMISSION 
Notices 

Agreements  filed  for  approval: 

Pacific  Straits  Conference _  3323 

States  Marine  Lines  joint  service 
and  Isthmian  Lines,  Inc _  3323 


Reduced  rates  on  automobiles; 
Atlantic  Coast  ports  to  Puerto 
Rico;  ordmr  of  investigation  and 
suspension _  3323 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Co _  3324 

Continental  Oil  Co.  et  al _  3324 

lowa-niinois  Gas  and  Electric 
Co _ ^ . . - .  3324 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 


Rules  and  Regulatipns 

Prohibited  trade  practices: 

Johnston,  Rdt>ert  A.,  Co _  3304 

Schulze  fc  Burch  Biscuit  Co _  3304 

Stauffer  Laboratories,  Inc., 


United  Biscuit  Company  of 
America _  3305 


Proposed  Rule  Making 

Cosmetic  or  toilet  preparations 
not  wholly  manufactured  in  for¬ 
eign  country;  deceptive  use  of 
names  or  depictions  suggesting 
foreign  origin _  3313 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Wildlife  refuges  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina  and  Arkansas;  sport  fish¬ 
ing _ 3307 

FOOD  AND  DRUG 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Food  additives  permitted  in  food 
for  human  consumption;  white 
mineral  oil _  3306 


HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion. 

{Continued  on  next  page) 


3291 


3292 


CONTENTS 


INTERIOR  DB»ARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 

Land  Management  Bureau. 

Notices 

Alaska;  power  site  classification  of 
public  lands _ : _ ‘“'3316 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Fourth  section  application  for  re¬ 
lief . . . .  3327 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Wage  and  Hour  Division. 


LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Rules  and  Regulations 

Public  land  orders: 

Alaska _ 3306 

Arizona _  3307 

New  Mexico _  3306 

Notices 

California;  small  tract  classifica¬ 
tion  (2  documents) _  3315. 3316 

New  Mexico;  termination  of  pro¬ 
posed  withdrawal  and  reserva¬ 
tion  of  lands _  3316 


SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Tuna  fish  from  Pacific  coast  area; 
declaration  of  disaster _ _  3325 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Coast  Guard;  Customs  Bureau. 

WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION 

Notices 

Certificates  authorizing  the  em¬ 
ployment  of  learners  at  special 
minimum  rates  (2  documents).  3325, 

3326 


Codification  Guide 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  tttla  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regtdotions  affected  by 
documents  published  in  today's  issue.  A  cumuktUye  list  of  ports  cdfectedL  covering  the  current  month  to  dote, 
appears  crt  the  end  of  each  issue  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  die  month. 

A  cumulative  guide  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections 
affected  by  documents  published  ^ce  January  1.  1964.  and  specifies  how  diey  are  affected. 


7  CFR 

971 _ 3304 

Proposed  Rttles  : 

1037 _ 3308 

1041 _  3308 

1137 . 3309 

9  CFR 

203 _  3304 

10  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

30 _ 3310 

14  CFR 

71  CNew] _ 3293 

97  [New] _  3294 

Proposed  Rules : 

3 _  3310 

4b _  3310 

18 _  3310 

91  [New] _  3310 

507 _  3313 

16  CFR 

13  (4  documents) _  3304,3305 

Proposed  Rules: 

407 _  3313 


19  CFR 

1 _ _ _ 

_  3293 

Proposed  Rules : 

1 _ 

_  3308 

21  CFR 

121 _ _ _ 

_  8306 

32  CFR 

1054 _ 

_  3307 

43  CFR 

Public  Land  Orders: 

3345  _ 

_  3306 

3346 _ 

_  3306 

3347 _ _ 

_  3307 

50  CFR 

33 _  _ 

3307 

Now  Available 

CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS 

(As  of  January  1,  1964) 

TIm  following  revisod  books  and  pocktl 
swpploments  aro  now  available: 

Title  7  (Parts  900^944) 


(Rev.) _ $1.00 

Title  7  (Parts  981-999) 

(Rev.) _  .60 

Title  14  (Parts  200-399) 

(Rev.) _  1.25 

Title  28  (Rev.) _  .50 

Title  32  (Parts  800^999) 

(Supp.) _  .70 

Title  35  (Supp.) _  .35 

Tide  50  (Supp.) _  .50 


A  cumulative  checklist  of  CFR  issuances  for 
1964  appears  in  the  flrst  issue  of  each 
month  under  Title  1. 

Order  from  Superintendent  ef  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20402 


FEDERA^^EGISTER 

Telephone  WOrIh  3-3261 


worth  3-3261 


Published  dally,  except  Sundays,  Mondays,  and  days  foUowlng  official  Federal  holidays, 
by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Sen- 
ices  Administration,  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  the  Federal  Register  Act, 
approved  July  26,  1986  (40  Stat.  'SOO,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C.,  ch.  8B),  \mder  regulation 
prescribed  by  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Registw,  api»t>ved  by  the  President.  Distribution  is  made  only  by  toe 
Superintendent  of  Documents.  Oovornment  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.,  20402. 

The  Federsl  RKosxn  wUl  be  fiimlshed  by  mall  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $1.60  per  month  or  $15.00  per  year,  payable  m 
advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  (minlminn  16  cents)  varies  In  proportion  to  the  size  of  the  Issue.  Remit  check  or  money 
order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Dociunents,  Government  Printing  Office,  WEuahing^ton,  D.C.,  20402. 

The  regidatory  material  appearing  herein  Is  keyed  to  the  Cods  ow  Fboxbal  Rtculatioms.  which  is  published,  under  60  titles,  pw- 
suant  to  section  11  of  the  Federal  Register  Act,  as  amended  August  6,  1968.  The  Code  or  Fedebsl  Reculations  Is  sold  by  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  books  and  pocket  supplements  vary. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register,  or  the  Code  or  Federal  regulations 


Rules  aild  Regulations 


Title  19-CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Customs, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[TJD.  66127] 

PART  I^USTOMS  DISTRICTS, 
PORTS,  AND  STATIONS 

Ports  of  Entry 

March  5, 1964. 

Effective  January  28, 1964  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  Trout  River,  New  York,  as  a  cus¬ 
toms  station  under  the  supervision  of  the 
customs  port  of  entry  of  Malone,  New 
Toik,  was  revoked.  At  the  same  time 
the  designation  of  Jamieson^s  Line,  New 
Toik,  as  a  customs  station  under  the 
supervision  of  Malone,  New  York,  was 
revoked  and  Jamieson’s  Line  was  de¬ 
signated  a  customs  station  under  the  su¬ 
pervision  of  the  customs  port  of  entry  of 
Trout  River,  New  York  (T.D.  56074) .' 

Section  1.2(d)  of  the  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  to  conform  to  these 
changes  as  follows:  In  District  No.  7  (St. 
Lawrence)  delete  “Trout  River,  N.Y.’’ 
from  the  column  headed  “Customs  Sta¬ 
tion”;  delete  “Malone”  from  the  colunm 
headed  “Port  of  entry  having  supervi¬ 
sion”  and  substitute  therefor  “Trout 
River.” 

(RjS.  161,  as  amended,  sec.  1,  37  Stat.  434,  sec. 
l.SSStat.  623;  6  U.S.C.  22, 19  UJ3.C.  1, 2) 

[SEAL]  Philip  Nichols,  Jr., 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  March  5, 1964. 

James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-2414:  Piled,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:48  am.] 

Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chopter  I — Federal  Avkition  Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E — ^AIRSPACE  (NEW] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SO-14] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
and  reporting  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zones  and  Tran¬ 
sition  Area;  Designation  of  Transi¬ 
tion  Areas;  and  Revocation  of  Con¬ 
trol  Area  Extension  and  Transition 
Area 

^  October  1,  1963,  a  notice  of  pro- 
rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Register  (28  P.R.  10544)  stat- 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
I  Ah)  proposed  to  alter  the  Savannah, 
®oiitrol  zone  and  the  Beaufort  S.C., 


control  zone  and  transition  area;  desig¬ 
nate  transition  areas  at  Savannah  and 
Camp  Stewart,  Qa.;  and  revoke  the 
Savannah  control  area  extension  and  the 
Hampton,  S.C.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
Due  consideration  was  given  to  all 
relevant  matter  presented. 

The  Aircraft  Owners  and  Pilots  Asso¬ 
ciation  (AOPA)  and  Plight  Service,  Inc. 
objected  to  the  inclusion  of  Saffold  Air¬ 
port  in  the  Savannah  control  zone.  The 
Air  Transport  Association  of  America 
(ATA)  offered  no  objection  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  provided  it  would  permit  lowering 
of  the  planned  holding  pattern  minimum 
altitude  on  the  Savannah  VOR  066* 
radial  from  1,600  to  1,500  feet  to  bring 
it  within  300  feet  of  the  final  approach 
altitude. 

The  FAA  has  reviewed  the  proposal,  in 
light  of  these  comments,  and  after 
further  coordination  with  the  U.S.  Air 
Force,  has  determined  that  additional 
revisions  of  the  prescribed  instrument 
approach  procedures  at  Hunter  APB  are 
feasible.  This  will  permit  reducing  the 
proposed  length  of  the  east  control  zone 
extension  at  Hunter  AFB  and  thus  re¬ 
lieve  the  necessity  for  including  Saffold 
Field  within  the  control  zone.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  ^tion  is  taken  herein  to  designate 
the  Savannah  control  zone  east  exten¬ 
sion  as  extending  from  the  Hunter  AFB 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  2  miles  west  of  the 
outer  marker.  With  regard  to  the  ATA 
comments,  the  1,500-foot  holding  pattern 
altitude  based  on  the  Savannah  VOR 
066°  radial  will  be  retained. 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  No¬ 
tice,  proposals  have  been  developed  to 
simplify  the  airway  structiu*e  in  the 
Savannah  area  by  revoking  four  alter¬ 
nate  airway  segments.  However,  por¬ 
tions  of  the  airspace  between  these  seg¬ 
ments  of  the  main  and  alternate  airways 
will  be  required  to  accommodate  hold¬ 
ing,  radar  vector  and  arrival  and  de¬ 
parture  procedures  in  the  area  north 
and  northwest  of  Savannah.  Since 
these  portions  are  presently  designated 
as  controlled  airspace  associated  with  the 
airway  segments,  expansion  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  Savannah  transition  area  to  cover 
these  portions  will  not  affect  the  over¬ 
all  lateral  extent  of  controlled  airspace 
therein.  Accordingly,  action  is  taken 
herein  to  include,  in  the  1,200-foot  floor 
portion  of  the  Savannah  transition  area, 
the  area  between  the  proposed  north 
boundary  of  the  transition  area  and 
V-18  between  Allendale  and  V-3,  and  be¬ 
tween  the  proposed  northwest  boundary 
and  V-157. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  herein  and  in  the 
Notice,  the  following  actions  are  taken: 

1.  Section  71.171  (29  PH.  1101)  is 
amended  as  follows: 


a.  The  Savannah,  Qa.,  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read: 

Savannah,  Ga. 

Within  a  5-mUe  radltis  of  Travis  Field 
(latitude  32*07'86"  N.,  longitude  81*12'06'' 
W.);  within  a  6-mlle  radius  of  Hunter  AFB 
(latitude  32‘’00'35"  N.,  longitude  81*08'46" 
W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  extended 
centerline  of  the  Hunter  AFB  east/west  run¬ 
way,  extending  from  the  Hunter  AFB  6-mlle 
radius  zone  to  8  miles  W  of  the  airport; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Hunter  AFB 
ILS  localizer  E  course,  extending  from  the 
Hunter  AFB  6-mlle  radius  zone  to  2  mUes 
W  of  the  Hunter  AFB  OM;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Travis  Field  ILS  localizer 
W  course,  extending  from  the  Travis  Field 
6-mlle  radius  zone  to  1  mUe  E  of  the  Travis 
Field  ILS  OM;  and  within  2  mUes  each  side 
of  the  Savannah  VORTAC  246*  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Travis  Field  6-mile  radius 
zone  to  the  VORTAC.  , 

b.  The  Beaufort,  S.C.,  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read: 

Beaufort,  S.C. 

Within  a  6-mlle  radim  of  MCAS  Beaufort 
(latitude  32*28'40"  N.,  longitude  80*43'20" 
W.);  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
MCAS  Beaufort  RBN  042*  bearing,  extending 
from  the  6-mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles  NE 
of  the  RBN. 

2.  Section  71.165  (29  PH.  1073)  is 
amended  by  revoking  the  Savannah.  Ga., 
control  area  extension. 

3.  Section  71.181  (29  F.R.  1160)  Is 
amended  as  follows: 

a.  The  Savannah,  Ga.,  transition  area 
is  amended  to  read: 

Savannah,  Ga. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mile  radius 
of  Travis  Field;  within  a  12-mile  radius  of 
H\mter  AP^;  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
the  Savannah  VORTAC  066*  radial,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  Travis  Field  7-mUe  radius  area 
to  8  miles  NE  of  the  VORTAC;  within  2 
mUes  each  side  of  the  Travis  Field  ILS  lo¬ 
calizer  E  course,  extending  from  the  Travis 
Field  7-mUe  radius  area  to  8  miles  E  of  the 
INT  of  the  ILS  localizer  E  course  and  the 
Savannah  VORTAC  179*  radial;  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Travis  Field  ILS 
localizer  W  covirse.jextending  from  the  Travis 
Field  7-mile  radius  area  to  the  OM;  that  air¬ 
space  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above 
the  surface  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
latitude  32°48'60''  N.,  longitude  80“30'30" 
W.;  to  latitude  32*29'30"  N..  longitude  80*- 
12'00"  W.;  thence  SW  via  a  line  3  nautical 
miles  from  the  coastline;  to  latitude  32*- 
13'00''  N..  longitude  80*30'00"  W.;  to  lati¬ 
tude  32*00'00"  N.,  longitude  80°33'00"  W.; 
to  latitude  31°30'00"  N.,  longitude  80°61'05" 
W.;  thence  W  via  latitude  81*30'00"  N.,  to 
the  E  boundary  of  V-267;  thence  northwest 
via  the  E  boundary  erf  V-267  to  latitude  31*- 
36'00"  N.;  thence  E  via  latitude  31°36'00'' 
N.,  to  latitude  31°38'00"  N.,  longitude  81*- 
46'36"  W.;  to  latitude  31*38'10''  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  81°43'38"  W.;  thence  clockwise  along 
the  arc  of  a  20-mile  radius  circle  centered  on 
Liberty  AAF,  Fort  Stewart,  Ga.  (latitude  31*- 
63'20"  N.,  longitude  81*33'46"  W.);  to  lati¬ 
tude  32*04’10"  N.,  longitude  81*60'00"  W.; 
thence  W  via  latitude  32*04'10"  N.,  to  the  E 
boxmdary  of  V-167;  thence  NE  via  the  E 
boundary  of  V-167  to  V-18;  thence  E  via  the 
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S  boundary  of  V-18  to  V-3;  thence  S  via  the 
W  boundary  of  V-3  to  latitude  3244'00"  N.; 
thence  E  via  latitude  32°44'00"  N.,  to  latitude 
32*44'00"  N.,  lozigitude  80*43'25"  W.;  to  the 
point  of  be^nning;  and  that  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  2,700  feet-  MSL 
bounded  on  the  N  by  latitude  32*04'10"  N.; 
on  the  E  by  the  arc  of  a  20-mlle  radius 
circle  centered  on  Liberty  AAF;  on  the  SE 
by  a  line  extending  from  latitude  31*38'10" 
N.,  longitude  81‘’43'35''  W.,  through  latitude 
31*36'00''  N.,  longitude  81®46'86"  W.;  on 
the  8  by  latitude  81°35'00"  N.;  and  on  the 
W  by  V-267  and  V-167. 

b.  The  following  transition  areas  are 
added: 


Beaufort,  S.C. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mile 
radius  of  MCAS  Beaufort  (latitude  32*28'- 
40"  N.,  longitude  80°43'20"  W.);  and  within 
a  1.5-mile  radiiis  of  Beaufort  Ck>\mty  Air¬ 
port  (latitude  32*24'40"  N.,  longitude  80*- 
38'05"  W.). 

Camp  Stewart,  Ga. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile 
radius  of  Liberty  AAF  (latitude  31*53'20" 
N.,  longitude  81*33'45"  W.),  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Liberty  RBN  220* 
bearing  extending  from  the  6-mile  radius 
area  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  RBN. ' 


c.  The  following  transition  area  is 
revoked: 

Hampton,  S.C. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  eA.t.,  April  30,  1964. 

(Sec.  307(a).  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
4.  1964. 

D.  E.  Barrow, 
Acting  Chief,  Airspace 
Regulations  and  Procedures  Division. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-2384;  Filed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:45  am.] 


SUBCHAPTER  F — AIR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL  OPERATING  RULES  INEW] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  4012;  Arndt.  364] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT  APPROACH  PROCEDURES  [NEW] 

Miscellan«ous  Amendments 

The  amendments  to  the  standard  instrument  approach  procedures  contained  herein  are  adopted  to  become  effective 
when  indicated  in  order  to  promote  safety.  The  amended  procedures  supersede  the  existing  procedures  of  the  same  classifi¬ 
cation  now  in  effect  for  the  aiiports  specified  therein.  For  the  convenience  of  the  users,  the  complete  procedure  is  republished 
In  this  amendment  indicating  the  changes  to  the  existing  procedures. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands  immediate  action  in  the  interests  of  safety  in  air  commerce,  I  find  that  compliance 
with  the  notice  and  procedure  provisions  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  impracticable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  within  less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F JEl.  5662) ,  Part  97  [New] 
(14  CFR  Part  97  [New])  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  the  following  low  or  medium  frequency  range  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.11(a)  to  read: 

LFR  Standard  Instbumcnt  Approach  Pbocrdubi 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwbe  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  ol  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  dmerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  spechM  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  ccnrrespond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

mnimnm 

Condition 

2-engine  less 

More  than 

altitude 

(feet) 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

more  than 

66  knots 

Pulaski  LFR . 

Direct . . 

6100 

T-d . 

•600-1 

•600-1 

♦500-1 

C-d . 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

8-d . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

A-d . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  248*  Outbnd,  068*  Inbnd,  6100'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  8900'. 

Crs  and  distance,  focility  to  alrmrt,  080*-^.2  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  ujwn  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.2  miles  after  passing  Pulaski  LFR,  make  a  right- 
climbing  turn  to  PK-LFR  at  6100'.  Imld  8  W  on  PK-LFR,  248*  Outbnd  J)68*  Inbnd,  l-minute  right  turns. 

*Oaution:  Mountainous  terrain  1600'  higher  than  airport  elevation  8,  w,  and  N  at  6  to  8  miles.  Higher  terrain  at  greater  distances.  Climb  to  8000'  in  an  area  bounded  by 
bearing  of  060*  through  110*  from  LFR  within  16  miles. 

I^A:  NE-8400',  8E-4600',  8W-6100',  NW-6100'. 

City,  Dublin;  State,  Va.;  Airport  Name,  New  River  Valley;  Elev.,  2106';  Fac.  Class.,  SBMRAZ;  Ident.,  PK;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  1  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No. 

Orig.;  Dated,  SS  Dec.  62 

T-dn .  300-1  300-1  200-H 

O-dn . .  800-1  600-1  600-lM 

8-dn .  NA  NA  NA 

A-dn .  800-2  800-2  800-2 


Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs  174*  Outbnd,  364°  Inbnd,  1800'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  <m  final  approach  crs,  800'.  -. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  261*— 2.2  mUes.  , 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  anthorized  Iwdlng  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  LFR,  turn  left,  climb  to  4000  on  8  crs 
(174*  Outbnd)  within  16  miles. 

Notxs:  1.  This  procedure  not  authorized  for  ADF  approach.  2.  VFR  required  from  LFR  to  airport. 

Air  Carrixr  Notx:  Sliding  scale  not  authwized. 

City,  Iliamna;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  Name,  Biamna;  Elev.,190';  Fac.  Class.,  BMRL^  Ident.,  ILI;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  8;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  7;  Dated, 

27  Jan.  62 


300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

NA 

NA 

800-2 

800-2 

Shuttle  to:  3700'  in  standard  l-minute  holding  pattern  on  276*  Outbnd,  006*  Hibnd. 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  NW  crs,  276*  Outbnd,  006*  Inbnd,  8100'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  fadllty  on  final  iqiproadi  crs,  2400'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  106*-^.9  mile.  . .  ..-k 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  acoomplsihed  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  ORT  LFR,  turn  rigni,  emu 
to  3700'  on  NW  crs  OR'T  LFR  within  16  miles. 

City,  Northway;  State,  AlaskB;  Airport  Name,  Northway;  Elev.,  1716';  Fac.  Class.,  SBRAZ;  Ident.,  ORT;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  10;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.*^ 

Dated,  14  Deo.  68 


Thursday,  March  12,  1964 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


2.  By  amending  the  following  automatic  direction  finding  procedures  prescribed  in  i  97.11(b)  to  read; 

ADF  Standard  Instkumrnt  Approach  PBOciDOBa 

Bearings,  headings,  eonrses  and  radiate  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altltudw  are  In  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  In  nautical 
njlee  uiiless  otberwtee  mdloated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
yptow  an  approach  is  oondut^ed  in  accordance  with  a  dUto^nt  inrocednre  for  such  airpwt  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  I^tlal  approaches 
iliaU  be  mi^e  over  spedfled  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Celling  and  visibility  minimums 


AOS  VOR .  AIK  RBn .  D 

AOS  RBN .  AIK  RBn . D 

Monetta  Int _  AIK  RBn _ _ _ D 

Bteedman  Int _  AIK  RBn _  D 


2100  T-d 
2100  C-d 
2100  A-d 
2100 


2^1neorles8  More  than 
- -  2-«igine, 

W  knots  More  than 
or  less  66  knots 


200-M 

600-li/i 

NA 


Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs  290°  Outbnd,  110°  Inbnd,  2100'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  H)  miles  not  authorizi^. 

Minimum  altitude  over  focility  on  final  approach  crs,  1100'.  '' 

Facility  on  airport. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  AIK  RBn,  climb  to  2100'  on 
110°  crs  from  RBn  within  20  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  ri^lL  climb  to  2^  proceeding  direct  to  AOS  VOR. 

%Aircraft  will  not  take  off  under  IFR  conditions  without  prior  ATC  approval.  Night  operations  not  authorized  on  runways  12-30;  18-36. 

*IFR  flight  plan  must  be  closed  with  AOS  AFC  upon  reaching  contact  at  authorized  minimums  or  immediately  after  landing  direct  to  AGS  CS/T. 
fNo  local  weather  reporting;  area  weather  available  from  AOS  CS/T. 

City,  Aiken;  State,  8.C.;  Airport  Name,  Municipal;  Elev.,  530';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  AIK;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.Date,  21  Mar.  64 


Annette  Island  LFR* - r.. _  AN  RBn _ 

Guard  Island  Int„ .  AN  RBn  (final) 


T-dn°„ 

C-dn*„ 

S-dn-12. 

A-dn... 


fProoedure  turn  E  side  of  crs  303°  Outbnd,  123°  Inbnd,  4000'  within  10  miles.  Nonstandard  due  to  terrain. 

Minimum  altitude  over  tecillty  on  final  approach  crs  3700'  after  procedure  turn  only;  over  ANN  LFR,  800'. 

Crs  and  distance,  feicility  to  airport,  123°— 9.6  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authenrized  landing  TniniTniima  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  9.6  miles  alter  passing  AN  RBn,  turn  right,  climb  to 
4200'  on  155°  bearing  lyom  ANN  LFR  within  20  miles. 

Caution:  Terrain  1000'  within  1.9  miles  N  through  E.  Davison  Mountain  2882'— 2.9  miles  E,  Tamgas  Mountain  8691'— 6.1  miles  ENE  of  airport. 

'Runway  2-20:  Night  operatkxi  not  authorized.  Runway  2:  T-d  restricted  to  600-1  due  to  high  terrain  N  though  E,  1000'  within  2  iniles.  Make  immediate  left  turn 
afttr  takeoff. 

fProoedure  turn  not  required  when  approaching  SE  from  Guard  Island  Int. 

City,  Annette  Island;  State,  Alaska;  Airport  Name,  Annette  Island;  Elev.,  119';  Fae.  Class.,  MHW/FM;  Ident.,  AN;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  6;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup 

Arndt.  No.  6;  Dated,  21  Jan.  61 


Pittsburgh  .siirveillAncn  radar  . 

Within  20  miles  of  Greater  Pittsburgh 

Pittsburgh  surveillance  radar .  _  _ _  .  . 

Airport. 

Fix.  6mile.s  from  BTP  RBN _ 

KDwood  City  VOR  _  . 

BTP-RBN  (final) . 

BTP-RBN _ 

300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

'600-1 

600-m 

600-14 

NA 

NA 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  radar  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  186°  Outbnd,  006°  Inond,  3000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  frkciiity  on  final  approach  crs,  2400'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  ai^rt  006° — 4.7  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  land  not  accomplished  within  4.7  miles  after  passing  Butler  RBn,  make  left  climbing 
turn  to  3000'  and  proceed  direct  to  BTP  RBn. 

Hold  N,  1-minute  left  turns,  186°  Inbnd. 

Caution:  Unlighted  tower  1491' — 1  mile  ESE  of  runway  2s. 

MSA:  000°-360«— 3000'.  > 

City,  Butler;  State,  Pa.;  Airport  Name,  Butler-Graham;  Elev.,  1248';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  BTP;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  7;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  6; 

Dated,  20  Apr.  63 

CPRr-VOR .  LOM . .  Direct .  8000  T-dn .  300-1  300-1  200-U 

. . .  LOM.j . . —  Direct . .  8000  C-dn .  400-1  600-1  600-lW 

Qtairockint .  LOM . . Direct .  8000  8-dn-7 .  400-1  400-1  400-1 

Henmnglnt .  LOM .  Direct _  8000  A-dn .  800-2  800-2  800-2 

Miportint' .  LOM .  Direct . .  8000 


^oedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  264°  Outbnd,  074°  Inbnd,  8000'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  6600'. 
and  distance,  facility  to  ainiort,  074°-^.9  miles. 

I  contact  not  establisbed  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  acconmlisbed  within  3.9  miles  after  passing  CP  LOM,  turn  lelf,  return  to 

cUmb  to  8000'  within  10  miles  or,  when  directed  by  A'TC,  tui^eft,  proceed  direct  to  the  CPR  VOR,  climbing  to  7600'. 

Other  change:  Deletes  caution  note. 

Int:  Int  W  crs  Casper  ILS;  R-201  Casper  VOR;  264°  bearing  from  Casper  RBn. 

MSA:  360°-090°— SW;  090°-180°— 10,800';  180°-270°— 10,000';  270°-360°— 8100'. 

City,  Casper;  State,  Wyo.;  Airport  Name,  Casper  Air  Terminal;  Elev.,  6348';  Fac.  Cla«.,'LOM;  Ident.,  CP;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  Orig.;  Dated,  29  Apr.  61 

PBFRBn _ _ I  LIT  RBn  (final) _ I  Direct  I  1400  I  T-Hn  I  aoo_i  I  ann-i  1  wio-ia 


1400  T-dn..„ 

C-dn _ 

S-dn-32. 
A-dn _ 


300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

800-2 

800-2 

^wpure  turn  E  side  of  crs  136°  Outbnd,  816°  Inbnd,  1800'  withm  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 

Mtalmum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1300'. 

Mid  distance,  facility  to  ah^rt  316°— 3A  miles. 

nn  %,7^l<^°tact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.3  miles  after  passing  RBn.  turn  left,  climb  to  3200' 
oujui  bearing  from  LIT  RBn  within  20  miles. 

City,  Little  Rock;  State,  Ark.;  Airport  Name,  Adams  Field;  Elev.,  267';  Fac.  Class.,  BH;  Ident.,  LIT;  Procedure  No.  2,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64 


32% 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


▲DF  Standabd  iMBTBDiiiNT  Appboach  Pbocmuou— Continued 


Transition 

i 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

SVY  RBn . 

Direct _ 

3200 

SVY  RBn . 

Direct . . 

3200 

SVY  RBn . 

Direct _ _ _ 

3200 

SVY  RBn . . . 

Direct _ 

3200 

SVY  RBn . 

Direct _ 

3200 

SVY  RBn . 

Direct _ 

3200 

SVY  RBn  (final) . 

Direct . . 

3000 

SVY  RBn.. . :: . 

Direct _ 

3200 

Celling  and  visibility  minimums 


2-englne  mrless 

66  knots 

More  than 

or  less 

66  knots 

300-1 

300-1 

700-1 

700-1 

800-2 

800-2 

Prom— 


C<mdltlon 


More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 


Woodland  FM... . 

LaCenter  FM . . 

Portland  VOR . 

Portlwd  LFR . 

Willamette  FM . 

Newberg  VOR . 

Scappoose  VHF  Int... 
North  Plains  VHF  Int 


T-dn*. 

C-dn#- 

A-dn.. 


200-H 

700-14 

800-2 


Radar  vectoring  antborized  in  aooordanoe  with  approved  patterns. 

Ih-ooedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  278°  Outbnd,  006°  Inbnd,  32^  within  10  miles  of  Sauvies  Island  RBn. 

Minimum  altitude  over  SVY  RBn  on  final  approach  crs,  3000';  over  OM,  1100';  over  LMM,  000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  foclllty  to  airport,  006° — 0.4  miles;  OM  to  airpwt,  006°-^.0  ndles;  LMM  to  airport,  008°— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  O.C  mile  after  passing  LMM,  climb  to  3700'  direct  to 
I A  LOM,  continue  climb  in  a  l-minute  left  turn  holding  pattern  E  of  lA  LOM. 

*200-4  authorized  oa  Runways  10  RAL/28  RAL  (mly.  700-2  required  on  Runways  2  and  20. 

#CAvnoN;  600'  terrain  1.8  miles  8E  of  ahport. 

M8A:  000°-<»0°— 6400';  090°-180°— 2900';  180°-270°— 4600';  270°-360°— 3300'. 

City,  Portland;  State,  Oreg.;  Airport  Name,  Portland  International;  Elev.,  23';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  SVY;  Procedure  No.  1,  Anidt.  12;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  11;  Dated,  24  Aug.  63 


HSB  RBn. . 

Direct _ _ 

2000 

T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 

NA 

C-dn . 

700-1 

700-1 

NA 

8-dn-24 . 

700-1 

700-1 

NA 

A-dn . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

I'rooedure  turn  N  side  of  ors  060°  Outbnd,  240°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 

M  inimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1100'. 

Facility  on  airport. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  HSB  RBn,  make  climbing  right 
turn  to  2600'  and  return  to  RBn. 

Note:  No  weatbw  service  available. 

*Tezas  Int:  Int  EW  R^  and  SAM  R-206. 


City,  Raleigh;  State,  Ill.;  Airport  Name,  Harrisburg-Raleigh;  Elev.,  399';  Fac.  Class.,  NHW  (Private);  Ident.,  HSB;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64 


SJP  RBn . 

Direct 

2600 

T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 

200-4 

600-14 

600-1 

SJU  VOR  _  _ 

SJP  RBn . . . 

Direct  .  _ _  . 

1600 

C-dn 

600-1 

600-1 

SJtT  RBn  _ 

SJP  RBn . 

Direct _ 

1600 

8-dn-7 . 

600-1 

600-1 

OreenwAtnr  Tnt  .... 

SJP  RBn . . . 

Direct 

2000 

A-dn _ 

800-2 

800-2 

800-2 

SJP  RBn 

■77^1111111111111 

1600 

SJP  RBn _ 

1  *1  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 M 1 1 1 1 

2000 

Paribheftn  fnt  •  _ 

SJP  RBn 

■  i'  1 1  k  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

2000 

OiiAynnhn  Tnt  , 

SJP  RBn . 

Direct  __  . . 

3200 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  aooordanoe  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  N*  side  of  crs,  2M°  Outbnd,  109°  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  focility  on  final  approach  crs,  1000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  076° — 4.6  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.6  miles  after  passing  SJP  RBn,  climb  to  1100' on 
0*8  of  076°  within  20  miles  of  SJP  RBn. 

*Nonstandard  due  to  high  terrain  on  S  side  of  crs. 

MSA:  000°-100°— 1200';  100°-180°— 4600';  180°-290°— 4100';290°-3a0°— 1000'. 

City,  Sun  Juan;  State,  P.R.;  Airport  Name,  Puerto  Rico  International;  Elev.,  O';  Fac.  Class.,  MHW;  Ident.,  SJP;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  6;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  6;  Dated,  20  July  63 


LOM  . 

2300 

LOM-  _  _  _ 

Direct  _  _ 

2000 

T.OM  . . 

Direct  ..... 

2000 

LOM  _  _  .  _ 

Direct 

2300 

LOM . 

Direct 

LOM . 

Direct  . .  _ _ 

2000 

T-dn .  300-1  300-1  200-W 

C-dn .  600-1  600-1  600-lH 

S-dn-7 .  600-1  600-1  600-1 

A-dn .  800-2  800-2  800-2 


Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  249°  Outbnd,  069°  Inbnd,  2000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facUity  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  060°— 8.8  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  uiK>n  descent  to  authmized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.8  miles  after  passing  LOM,  make  climbing  left 
urn  to  2000',  proceed  to  Toledo  LOM.  Hold  SW  Toledo  LOM,  right  turns,  l-minute,  069°  Inbnd. 

Caution:  Tower  866'— 14  miles  8  of  LMM. 

IGerald  Int:  Int  Toledo  IL8  SW  crs  and  Water vllle  VOR  R-276. 


Citv,  Toledo;  State,  Ohio;  Airport  Name,  Toledo  Express;  Elev.,  684';  Fac.  Class.,  LOM;  Ident.,  TO;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  6;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No. 5; 

Dat^,  26  Oct.  63 


Thursday,  March  12,  1964 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


3297 


3.  By  amending  the  follo^ng  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (VOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.11(c)  to  read: 

VOR  Standard  Instbuhbnt  Approach  Prockddrb 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  nre  in  nautical 
ipiifls  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  Instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport.  It  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  foUowtng  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
njiftii  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  attitudes  shall  correspond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  fmrth  below. 


Gelling  and  visibility  minimums 


Willow  Creek  Int . . . I  BOI-VOR 


Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

2-engine  or  less 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

65  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

■nireet. 

4200 

300-1 

300-1 

■Direet  .  _ . 

7000 

C-dn . 

400-1 

500-1 

Direct . 

7500 

S-dn-lOR . 

A-dn . 

400-1 

900-2 

400-1 

900-2 

More  than 
2-engine, 


RadEW  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs,  286®  Outbnd,  106°  InbndjJQOO'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Meridian  Int  or  3.5-mile  DME  fix  on  final  approach,  3700'. 

Crs  and  distance.  Meridian  Int  or  3.5-mile  DME  fix  to  airport,  106°— 3.5  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorize  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accompRsbed  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  BOI-VOR,  climb  to  5500'  on 
R-111  within  10  miles.  All  turns  8. 

Note:  ADF  equipment  required  for  descent  below  3700'. 

City,  Boise;  State,  Idaho;  Airport  Name,  Boise  Air  Terminal;  Elev.,  2858';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  BOI;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  4;  Eft.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 
‘  No.  3;  Dated,  26  May  62 


T-dn . 

*600-1 

•500-1 

•500-1 

C-dn . . . 

A-dn . 

800-2 

NA 

800-2 

NA 

800-2 

NA 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  211°  Outbnd,  031°  Inbnd,  5000'  within  10  miles  of  PSK-VOR. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  3000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  focility  to  airport,  031°-^.2  miles. 

If  visuM  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  ianding  not  accomplished  within  3.2  miles  after  passing  PS  K-VOR,  climb  to  5000'  on 
000°  crs  within  20  miles.  Reverse  crs  to  PSK-VOR,  hold  8W  on  PSK-VOR  R-211, 031°  Inbnd,  1-minute  right  turns. 

*CATrnoN;  Moimtainous  terrain  1600'  higher  thw  airport  elevation  S,  W,  and  N  at  6  to  8  miles.  Higher  terrain  at  greater  distances.  Climb  to  8000'  in  an  area  bounded 
by  R-050  through  R-110  within  16  miles  of  VOR. 

MSA;  000°-090°— 5400';  090°-180°— 4600';  180°-270°— 6000'; 270°-360°— 6100'. 

City,  Dublin;  State,  Va.;  Airport  Name,  New  River  Valley;  Elev.,  2105';  Fac.  Class.,  BVOR;  Ident.,  P8K;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  5;  Ffl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No. 

4;  Dated,  24  Nov.  62 


FAT  VOR  (final) 


300-1  200-)^ 

800-1  800-lJ-^ 

800-2  800-2 

NA  NA 


Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs  313°  Outbnd,  133°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  ai^rt  168°— 9.2  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  w  ithin  9.2  miles  after  passing  FAT  V OR,  turn  right,  proceed 
direct  to  FAT  VOR,  climbing  to  2300'  on  R-305  within  20  miles. 

MSA:  340°-110°— 6800';  110°-180°— 2100';  180°-270°— 1900’;  270°-340°— 3300'. 

City,  Fresno;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Fresno-Chandler  Municipal;  Elev.,  283';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  FAT;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64 


T-dn . 

300-1 

NA 

NA 

C-dn . 

700-1 

NA 

NA 

A-dn . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  crs,  016°  Outbnd,  195°  Inbnd,  1800'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  focility  to  airport,  195°— 7.3  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  u^n  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or'if  landing  not  accomplished  within  7.3  miles  after  passing  DAS-VOR,  climb  to  1800', 
turn  right  and  return  to  VOR. 

Caution;  Turf  runway,  soft  when  wet.  4'  fence  at  approach  end  Runway  16.  60'  power  lines  at  approach  end  Runway  34.  4'  fence  50'  from  E  edge  of  runway.  W 
obstruction  SW  comer  of  airport. 

Notes;  1.  Procedure  not  authorized  for  air  carrier.  2.  No  weather  service.  Unicom  available. 

City,  Liberty;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Name,  Liberty  Air  Service;  Elev.,  70';  Fac.  Class.,  L-BVOR;  Ident.,  DAS;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 

No.  Orig.;  Dated,  22  Feb.  64 


Bailey  Int » .  MKQ  VOR  (final) .  Direct .  2300  T-dn .  300-1  300-1  200-H 

8l^aInt*V .  MKG  VOR  (final) .  Direct .  2300  C-d .  700-1  700-1  700-1)4 

MKQLOM. .  MKQ, VOR . Direct .  2300  C-n .  700-2  700-2  700-2 

A-dn .  800-2  800-2  800-2 

The  following  minimums  apply  for  VOR  and  ADF 
equipped  aircraft  and  Fruit  Int  #  identified: 

C^n . 1  400-1  600-1  |  500-1)4 

A-dn .  800-2  800-2  800-2 


.  300-1  300-1  200-)4 

.  700-1  700-1  700-1)4 

.  700-2  700-2  700-2 

.  800-2  800-2  800-2 

ig  minimums  apply  for  VOR  and  ADF 
aircraft  and  Fruit  Int  #  identified: 

. 1  400-1  600-1  I  500-1)4 

_  800-2  800-2  800-2 


Proct'dure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  092°  Outbnd,  272°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles. 

Mmimum  altitude  over  focility  on  final  approach  cr^2300'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport,  272°— 8.4  miles;  Frait  Bit  I  to  airport,  272°— 3.1  miles. 

.  „  “  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  8.4  miles  after  passing  MKQ-VOR,  make  climbing 
left  turn  to  2500' and  proceed  to  Bullfrog  Int  via  MKO-VORR-2.53  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2300' on  MKQ-VOR  R-272,  then  reverse  crs  and  return  to  MKQ-VOR, 
*  Bailey  Int:  Int  MKQ-VOR  R-076  and  HIC-VOR  R-200. 

••Sparta  Int:  Int  MKQ-VOR  R-115 and  HIC-VOR  R-200. 
iFrait  Int:  Int  MKQ-VOR  R-272  and  007°  bearing  from  MKQ  LOM. 

City,  Muskegon;  State,  Mich.;  Airport  Name,  Muskegon-County;  Elev.,  628';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  MKQ;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  6;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64; Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  4;  DatM,  26  Oct.  63 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


TOS  IXAXPAao  IHSTKCMIKT  APPROACH  Pbocboubi — Continued 


Transltian 


To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(*Bet) 

flin-voR _ 

Direct .  _  ... 

1500 

Rjn-VOR_-  _  _ 

Direct .  _  _ 

1600 

aiu-voR _ 

Direct _ 

500 

Celling  and  visibility  mlnltnmnq 


^engine  or  less 

65  knots 

More  than 

or  less 

65  knots 

300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

800-2 

800-2 

Froin~ 


8JP  BBn _ 

8JU  Rfin.... 
Isla  Verde  Int 


Ccmditlan 


T-dn-. 

C-dn-. 

A-dn.. 


More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 
65  knots 


200-H 
600  \14 
800-2 

If  aircraft  equipped  with  VOR  and  ADF  receivers  and 
Isla  Verde  Int  Identified,  the  foUowii^  miniinuni 
applies: 

600-1 


C-mi _ 


600-1 


60O-1H 


Radar  vectoring  authorised  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  OOS”  Outlmd,  275°  Inbna,  1300'  within  15  miles. 

Facility  on  airport. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs.  600';  if  Isla  Verde  Int  identified,  500'. 

If  visual  contact  not  establish^  upon  descent  to  autnorizM  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  VOR,  turn  right,  climb  to  2000'  on  R-359 
within  20  miles  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  right,  (dimb  to  1500' on  R-096  within  20  miles  of  SJU-VOR. 

MSA:  000°-100°— 1200';  100°-180°— 4600';  180°-290°— 4100';  290°-360°— 1000'. 

City,  San  Juan;  State,  P.R.;  Airport  Name,  Puerto  Rico  International;  Elev.,  O';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  SJTJ;  Procedure  No.  1,  Anidt.  6;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  6;  Dated,  8  Feb.  64 


Gunter  Int. 


PNX  VOR . - . 

Direct.. _ 

T-dn# . 

300-1 

300-1 

C-dn. . 

800-2 

800-2 

A-dn _ 

NA 

. 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 


Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs  330°  Outbnd,  150°  Inbnd,  2500'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 

Nonstandard  due  to  ATC  requirements. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2000'. 

Crs  and  distance  facility  to  airport  120° — 6.0  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  establish^  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.0  miles  after  passing  PNX  VOR,  climb  on  crs  129° 
to  2500'  within  20  miles  of  PNX  VOR. 

Caution:  Procedure  not  wholly  within  controlled  airspace.  000'  unlighted  water  tank  2.0  miles  NW,  two  1063'  radio  towers  2.8  miles  N,  1040'  tower  2.6  miles  SSW,  and 
000'  grain  elevators  1.0  mile  NW  of  airport. 

Notes:  (1)  Air  carrier  use  not  authorized.  (2)  No  reduction  in  takeoff  or  landliu  minimums  authorized.  Maintain  Vl^,  dear  of  control  zone  until  communications  are 
established  after  takeoff.  All  pilots  using  this  procedure  are  requested  to  close  IFR  flight  plan  with  Perrin  Radar  upon  reacMing  contact,  or  by  commercial  facilities  as  soon  as 
practicable  after  landing.  No  weather  service  at  airport. 

IMinimums  400-lH  day,  400-2  night  required  for  takeoff  Runway  34. 

City,  Sherman;  State,  Tex.;  Airport  Name,  Sherman  Municipal;  Elev.,'746';  Fac.  Class.,  VOR;  Ident.,  PNX;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64 


T-dn _ _ _ 

300-1 

300-1 

300-1 

C-d . 

600-1 

600-1 

600-lH 

C-n . . 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

S-d-23* . 

600-1 

600-1 

500-1 

A-dn. . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs,  046°  Outbnd,  226°  Inbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1500'. 

Crs  and  distance,  focility  to  aln>ort,  234°-^.8  miles.  — - 

If  visual  contact  not  establlshod  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.8  miles  after  passing  SIE  VOR,  climb  to  1000'  straight 
ahead,  make  a  right  tom  and  return  to  Sea  Isle  VOR  at  1600'.  Hold  SW  1-minnte  right  turns,  054°  Inbnd. 

Notes:  Instrument  clearance  and  void  time  obtained  by  telephone  with  Milville  Radio  or  At^ntic  City  Approach  Control.  Close  flight  plan  by  telephone  with  Milville 
Radio  or  Atlantic  City  Approach  Control. 

*Night  operation  not  authorized  on  Runway  23. 

Cityj  WUdwood;  State,  N.J.;  Airport  Name,  Cape  May  County;  Elev.,  22';  Fac.  Class.,  M-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  SIE;  Procedure  No.  1,  Arndt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  2;  Dated,  20  Jan.  62 

4.  By  amending  the  following  terminal  very  high  frequency  omnirange  (TerVOR)  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.13  to  read: 

Tbbuinal  VOR  Standabd  Instbuhbnt  Approach  Pbocbddbb 


Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  In  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miles  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure, 
unless  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  different  procedure  for  such  airpcnrt  authorize  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  correspond  writh  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From — 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
65  knots 

Greensburg  Int* _ _ 

LRR-VOR 

3600 

T-dn# . 

600-1 

600-1 

NA 

IHD-VOR. . 

LBE-VOR _  _ 

4500 

n-fin 

800-1 

800-1 

NA 

■■■III 

A-dn. . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Procedure  turn  W  side  of  final  approach  crs,  020°  Outbnd,  200°  Inbnd,  3600'  within  10  miles.  » 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1900'. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorize  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  LBE  VOR,  turn  right  (W) 
climbing  to  3600'.  returning  to  VOR.  Hold  N  of  LBE  VOR  on  R-020.  l-minute  right  turns,  Intmd  crs  200°. 

Cauhon:  High  terrain  8  and  B  of  airport  (2630'  obstraotion  6.1  miles  E  of  final  approach  radial).  .. 

Notes:  1.  No  local  weather  reports  available.  2.  Communications  with  PIT  Center  and/or  Allegheny  Tower  available  at  1342'.  3.  Turn  W  after  takeoff  and  climb  on 
R-270  of  LBE-VOR  until  reaching  3600'  within  10  miles. 

•Greensburg  Int:  Int  PIT  R-092  and  IHD  R-340. 

IRunway  7-26,  VFR  day  operation  only. 

MSA:  000°-0^— 6000';  090*-180°— SOOO';  180°-270°— 8000';  270°-360°-3000'. 

City,  Latrobe;  State,  Pa.;  Airport  Name,  Westmoreland-Latrobe;  Elev.,  1144';  Fac.  Class.,  VORW;  Ident.,  LBE;  Procedure  No.  TerVOR  (R-020),  Arndt.  1;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar. 

64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Oiig.;  Dated,  34  Nov.  62 
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Transition 


From— 


Long  Beach  VOR. 
Downey  RBn/FM 

LAX  VOR . 

Canal  Int* - - 


To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Canal  Int* _ 

Direct _ _ 

3000 

Canal  Int*..' _ _ _ . _ _ - 

Direct _ _ 

3000 

Direct _ _ 

2400 

Direct . 

1800 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 


Condition 


T-dn . 

C-dn . 

8-dn-25R. 
A-dn. 


2-engine  or  less 

65  knots 

More  than 

or  less 

65  knots 

300-1 

300-1 

500-1 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

800-2 

800-2 

More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
66  knots 


200-H 
600-1 W 
500-1 
800-2 

If  aircraft  equipped  with  operating  dual  VOR  receivers 
and  Holly  Int^  received,  the  following  minimum 
ap_‘ 

400-1 


400-1 


400-1 


Procedure  turn  8  side  of  crs  066°  Outbnd,  246°  Inbnd,  2400^  within  10  miles.  Nonstandard  due  to  traflic  restrictions  N  of  final  approach  crs. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Speedway  Int**  on  final  approach  crs,  1800'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Speedway  Int**  to  airport  246°— 6.8  miles.  Breakofl  point  to  runway  248°— 0.5  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  5.8  miles  after  passing  Speedway  Int,**  climb  to 
2000'  via  LAX  VOR  R-248  within  20  miles. 

*Canal  Int— Int  LAX  R-066  and  LOB  R-319. 

••Speedway  Int — Int  LAX  R-066  and  LGB  R-299. 

^Holly  Int— Int  LAX  R-066  and  LOB  R-290. 

City.  Los  Angeles:  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name,  Los  Angeles  International;  Elev.,  126';  Fac.  Class.,  IT-BV’OR;  Ident.,  LAX;  Procedure  No.  Ter  VOR-25R,  Arndt.  Orig.;  EfI. 

Date,  21  Mar.  64 


8JU  RBn. 
8JP  RBn. 


SJU  VOR . 

Direct _ 

1600 

SJU  VOR . 

Direct _ 

1500 

T-dn . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

C-dn . 

900-1 

900-1 

900-14 

S-dn-7 . 

900-1 

900-1 

900-1 

A-dn . 

900-2 

900-2 

900-2 

If  aircraft  equipped  with  VOR  and  ADF  receivers 

operating  normally  and  Antenna  Int#  received,  the 
following  minimums  are  authorized: 

C-dn . 

600-1 

500-1 

500-14 

S-dn-7 . - 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

A-dn . . 

800-2 

/ 

800-2 

800-2 

Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

nocedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  260°  Outbnd,  080°  Inbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles.  Beyond  10  miles  not  authorized. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  900';  if  Anteima  Inti  or  6-mile  DME  flz  identified,  500'. 

Facility  on  airport. 

Crs  and  distance,  Antenna  Int#  to  airport,  060°— 4.6  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.6  miles  after  passing  Antenna  Int,#  turn  right  and 
dimb  to  1500'  on  R-096  within  20  miles  of  8JU  VOR. 

Note:  Procedure  turn  nonstandard  due  high  terrain  S  of  area. 

MSA:  000°-100°— 1200';  100°-180°— 4600';  180°-290°— 4100';  290°-360°— 1000'. 

lAntenna  Int:  Int  8JU  VOR  R-260  and  350°  bearing  from  8JP  RBn  or  6-mile  DME  fix  on  SJU  VOR  R-260. 

City,  San  Tuan;  State,  P.R.;  Airport  Name,  Puerto  Rico  International;  Elev.,  9';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  SJU;  Procedure  No.  Ter  VOR-7,  Arndt.  4;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar. 

64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  3;  Dated,  8  Feb.  64 


8JP  RBn. 
SJU  RBn. 


SJU-VOR . 

Direct . . . 

1600 

T-dn . 

300-1 

500-1 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

800-2 

SJU-VOR . 

Direct 

1600 

8-dn-25. . 

A-dn . 

400-1 

800-2 

200-14 

m-VA 

400-1 

800-2 


Radar  vectwing  auth(»lzed  in  accwdance  with  apKOved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs,  066°  Outbnd,  246°  mbnd,  1100'  within  9  miles. 

Facility  on  airpcRt. 

Minimmn  altitude  over  faciUty  on  final  approach  crs,  400'. 

Crs  and  distance,  toeakofl  point  to  Runway  25,  255°-^.8  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authwized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  of  VOR,  turn  right,  climb  to  2000'  on  R-369 
within  20  miles  of  SJU-VOR, 

Note:  Procedure  turn  dbtance  restricted  to  9  miles  of  VOR  due  to  warning  area  N  of  mocedure  turn  «ea. 

MSA:  000°-100°— 1200';  100°-180°— 4600';  180°-290°— 4100';  290°-360°— 1000'. 

City,  San  Juan;  State,  P.R.;  Airport  Name,  Puerto  Rico  International;  Elev.,  O';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  SJU;  Procedure  No.  Ter  VOR-26  Arndt.  4;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar. 

64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  3;  Dated  3  Aug.  63 


T-d . 

400-1 

NA 

NA 

C-d . 

700-2 

NA 

NA 

8-d-2 . 

700-2 

NA  ' 

NA 

A-d . 

NA 

NA 

NA 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs.  196°  Outbnd,  016°  Inbnd,  1600'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  800'. 

Faculty  on  airport. 

Crs  and  distance,  breakoff  point  to  approach  end  of  Runway  2, 022°— 0.6  mile. 

u  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  1600'  on  R-016  within  10  miles,  then  make  right 
(®)  turn,  returning  to  the  MiUvlUe  VOR.  Hold  8  1-mlnute  right  turns,  016°  Inbnd. 

City,  Vineland;  State,  N.J.;  Airport  Name,  Downstown;  Elev.,  120';  Fac.  Class.,  M-BVOR;  Ident.,  MIV;  Procedure  No.  Ter  VOR-2,  Arndt.  1;  Efl!  Date,  21  Mar.  64:  Sup. 

Arndt.  No.  Orig.;  Dated,  19  Aug.  61 


No.  50 - 2 


1 


3300  RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

5.  By  amending  the  following  very  high  frequency  omnirange-distance  measuring  equipment  (VOR-DME)  procedures 
prescribed  in  8  97.15  to  read: 

VOBr-DlffB  Standard  Instbdhint  Approach  Procrdurb 

BeariDSR,  iiaoiiingii  oooneB  and  radiate  are  magnetUs.  Elevations  and  altltudee  are  In  feet  M8L.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevatioa.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
mnm  nniaea  otberwlse  mdicated,  except  visibilltleB  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

U  an  instrument  approaeb  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airp<»t,  It  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  approach  procedure 
nnleea  an  approach  to  <v>ndnpt*<i  in  accordance  with  a  difleient  procedure  for  such  airport  authorised  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Avlatbrn  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  alUtudes  shall  oortespond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  flora  below. 


'Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  minimums 

From—  ' 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-engine  w  less 

More  than 
2-englne, 
more  than 
65  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  mots 

CMI VOR . 

Direct _ 

T-dn . 

300-1 

600-1 

MO-1 

800-2 

300-1 

600-1 

400-1 

u  800-2 

200-H 

500-14 

400-1 

800-2 

ll-mlln  p\f  F  fix  R-2a0 

6-mlle  DME  fix  R-230 . 

Direct _ 

C-dn.- . 

R-dii-4 

A-dn_  __ 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs  230**  Outbnd.  060?  Inbnd,  2300'  within  10  miles  of  VOR. 

Minimum  altitude  Over  0-mile  DME  fix  on  final  approach  crs,  2300'. 

Crs  and  distance,  bretdcoS  point  to  Runway  4,  038^—0.76  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  pa.ssing  CMI  VOR,  make  right  turn, 
climb  to  2300'  southeastbound  on  R-12^  then  return  to  CMI  VOR,  or  when  directed  by  -kTC.  make  climbing  left  turn  to  2700'  and  proceed  to  Mansfield  Int  via  CMI  R-325. 

Notks:  (1)  When  authorised  by  ATC  12-mile  DME  arc  at  2300'^may  be  used  between  060^  clockwise  through  R-240  to  position  aircraft  for  straightln  approach  with  elim¬ 
ination  of  procednre  turn.  (2)  When  weather  is  less  than  400-1,  Edrcraft  departing  Runways  4, 31,  and  36  maintain  runway  trade  until  reaching  1600'  due  to  1146'  tower  2.1  mile* 
NNE. 

Caution:  Tower  1708'  0  miles  NW  of  airport.  Tower  1146'  2.1  miles  NNE  of  airport. 

MSA:  000*-000®— 2200';  000*-180®— 2000';  180®-270®— 2300';  270'’-360‘’— 2800'. 

City,  Champaign;  State,  m.;  Airport  Name,  University  of  Rlinois-Willard;  Elev.,  753';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  CMI;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  Orlg.; 

Eft.  Date,  21  Mar.  64 


CMI  VOR 

Olreet-  _  _ 

2700  1 

T-dn  ...  . 

300-1 

300-1 

200-H 

500-14 

400-1 

11-mlln  r»MF  fix  R-I2ft  . . 

6-mile  DME  fix  R-120 . 

Direct 

C-dn . 

500-1 

600-1 

8-dn-31  _ 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn 

800-2 

fiOO-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  S  side  of  crs  120°  Outbnd,  300°  Inbnd,  2300'  within  16  miles  of  VOR. 

Minimum  altitude  over  6-mile  DME  fix  on  final  approach  crs,  2300'. 

Crs  and  distance  breakofi  point  to  Runway  31,  313°— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  establisbed  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  0.0  mile  after  passing  CMI  VOR  make  left  turn,  climb 
to  2300'  and  return  to  CMI  VOR  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  2700'  and  proceed  to  Mansfield  Int  via  CMI  R-325. 

Notes:  (1)  When  authorised  by  ATC  12-mile  DME  arc  at  2300'  may  be  used  between  R-060  clockwise  tbrongh  R-240  to  position  aircraft  for  stralghtin  approach  with  elim¬ 
ination  of  procMure  turn.  (2)  When  weather  is  less  than  400-1,  aircraft  departing  Runways  4, 31,  and  36  maintain  runway  track  until  reaching  1500'  due  to  1146'  tower  2.1  miles 
NNE. 

Caution:  Tower  1703'  9  miles  NW  of  airport.  Tower  1146'  2.1  miles  NNE  of  airport. 

MSA:  000°-090°— 2200';  090°-180°— 2000';  180°-270°— 2300';  270°-360°— 2800'. 

City,  Champaign;  State,  Rl.;  Airport  Name,  University  of  Dlinois-Willard;  Elev.,  753';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  CMI;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  2,  Arndt.  Orlg.; 

Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64 


O-mita  DME  fix  R-146  _ 

14-mile  DME  fix  R-146 . 

Direct...  _ 

3700 

T-dn  _ 

1000-2 

1000-2 

NA 

26.mil*  DME  fix  R-146  .  . 

14-mile  DME  fix  R-146 . 

Direct _  _ 

3700 

C-dn  _ 

1200-2 

1200-2 

NA 

n-mll*  DME  fix  R-164 

14-mile  DME  fix  R-164 . 

Direct  .  ... 

3000 

A-dn 

NA 

NA 

NA 

24-mUe  DME  fix  R-164 . 

14-mile  DME  fix  R-164 . 

Direct _ 

3000 

Procedure  turn  not  authorised.  DME  transitions  to  final  approach  required. 

Minimum  altitude  on  ^proach  radial  14-mile  DME  fix  R-164  to  14-mile  DME  fix  R-146, 3000';  14-mlle  DME  fix  R-146  to  14-mile  DME  fix  R-120, 2100';  14-miIe  DME  fix 
R-120  to  14-mlle  DME  fix  R-103,°  1500'. 

If  visual  contact  not  establisbed  upon  descent  to  authorised  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  make  a  climbing  left  turn  to  3700'  and  return  to  Oakdale  Int# 
on  the  14-mile  DME  arc  of  QDM  VOR,  ^Id  8E  326°  InbndtTight  turns,  3-mlle  pattern. 

Notes:  (1)  Key  position  to  Runway  32:  Int  14-mUe  DME  orbit  and  R-lOO  Gardner  VOR.  (2)  Weather  sm’vioe  not  available. 

Caution:  1230’  antenna  4.0  miles  N  W  of  alnxirt. 
fOakdale  Int:  14-mile  DME  fix  GDM-VOR  R-146. 

*Mlsaed  approach  fix. 

MSA:  00(P-090°— 3000';  090°-180°— 2000';  180°-270°— 3000';  270°-3fl0°— «)00'. 

City,  Fitchburg;  State,  Mass.;  Airport  Name,  Fitchburg  Municipal;  Elev.,  360';  Fac.  Class.,  BVORTAC;  Ident.,  QDM;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Efl.  Date, 

21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Orlg.;  Dated,  2  Nov.  63 


10-mile  DME  fix  R-124 _ 

LEX  VOR . 

2700 

T-dn 

300-1 

300-1 

200-M 

LEX  VOR . 

6-mUe  DME  fix  R-304  (final) . 

■iir  iriummmu 

1600 

C-dn  _ 

400-1 

600-1 

500-m 

lillHHll 

A-dn _ 

800^ 

800-2 

800-2 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  crs  124°  Outbnd,  304°  Inbnd,  2700'  within  10  miles.  When  authorised  by  ATC,  DME  may  be  used  within  10  miles  at  2800'  to  position  aircraft  for 
approach  with  elimination  of  procedure  turn. 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  2700';  ow  Senile  DME  fix  R-304, 1600'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  airport  304°— 7.3  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  If  landing  not  acoomplisbed,  at  7.3-mile  DME  fix  R-304.  make  olimbing  left  turn  and  re¬ 
turn  to  LEX  VOR  at  2700'.  Hold  E  LEX  VOR  R-124.  1-mlnnte,  right  turns  304°  Inbnd. 

City,  Lexington;  State,  Ky.;  Airport  Name,  Blue  Grass;  Elev.,  978';  Fac.  Class.,  VBORTAC;  Ident.,  LEX;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  1;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64; 

Sup.  Arndt.  No.  Grig.;  Dated,  6  Apr.  63 


Thursday,  March  12,  1964 
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TrandtloD 


OeOlng  and  visibility  TnlnlTnuma 


From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

■ - 

MTA-VDR _  _ 

Dbect _ 

1600 

6-mi  DME  or  radar  fix  on  R-107  or 

Direct _ 

1000 

Alligator  VHF/LF  tot  (final) 

OcmdlUon 


T-dn.. 

C-6 _ 

C^i. 

A-dn* _ 


2^glne  or  less 

66  knots 

More  than 

or  less 

66  knots 

300-1 

300-1 

1000-1 

1000-1 

1000-2 

1000-2 

NA 

NA 

20O-H 
lOOO-m 
1000-2 

_  NA 

If  5-inile  DME  or  radar  fix  on  R-107  or  Alligator 
VHF/LF  Int  received,  the  following  minimiuns  are 
antboriaed: 


M(M«  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
05  knots 


C-dn _ 

S-dn-OL.. 


800-1 

600-1 

400-1 

400-1 

600-14 

400-1 


Radar  vectoring  authorized  in  accordance  with  ^proved  patterns. 

Procedure  tumN  side  of  crs,  316®  Outbnd,  136°  mbnd,  1500'  within  10  miles.  _ ^  ^  ^ 

Minimum  altitude  over  facility  on  final  approach  crs,  1600';  at  6-mile  DME  or  radar  fix  on  R-107  or  Alligator  VHF/LF  Int,  #1000'. 

Crs  and  distance,  facility  to  atfpbrt,  107°— 0.8  miles;  6-mile  DME  or  radar  fix  on  R-107  or  Alligator  VHF/LF  Int#  to  airport,  107° — 4.8  miles.  .  - 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.8  miles  alter  passing  6-mile  DME  or  radar  fix  on 
E-107  or  Alligator  VHF/LF  Int,#  or  9.8  miles  after  passing  MIA  VOR,  climb  to  1600'  on  R-107  within  20  miles. 

Note:  This  approach  authorized  during  Opa  Locka  tower  hours  of  operation. 

*No  weather  information  available. 

#Alligator  VHF/LF  Int.  Int  MIA  VOR  R-107  and  337°  bearing  from  I-MFA  LMM  (FA). 

Citv  Miami,  State.  Fla.;  Airport  Name,  Opa  Locka;  Elev.,  9';  Fac.  Class.,  H-BVORTAC;  Ident.,  MIA;  Procedure  No.  VOR/DME  No.  1,  Arndt.  3;  Eft.  Date,  21  Mar,  64 
"  >  »  •  g^p  jjQ  2;  Dated,  28  Sept.  68 

6.  By  amending  the  following  instrument  landing  system  procedures  prescribed  in  S  97.17  to  read: 

IliS  Standard  Instrument  Approach  PaociDURa 

Bearings,  headings,  oourses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  elevation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miha  unless  otherwise  indicated,  except  vlsibiUtieB  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

R  an  instrument  approach  procedure  of  the  above  type  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  Instrument  i4>proaeh  procedure, 
rnitoat  an  approach  is  conducted  in  accordance  with  a  mnerent  procedure  for  such  airport  authorized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approaches 
shall  be  made  over  specified  routes.  Minimum  altitudes  shall  oorresp<Hid  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below. 


1  -  Transition 

Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnlmnmi 

From— 

To- 

Course  and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feat) 

Condition 

2^ngine  or  less 

More  than 
3-aigine, 
more  than 
66  knots 

66  knots 
or  less 

More  than 
66  knots 

CPR-VOR 

LOM _ 

1 

Direct _ 

mHRi 

T-dn _ 

800-1 

300-1 

200-4 

Rennlnii'  Int  _  _  _  _  _ _ 

LOM._  _  _ 

Direct 

8000 

C-dTl _ 

400-1 

600-1 

600-14 

Aleeva  tot _  _ _ _ 

LOM  _ 

Direct-  - 

8000 

S-dn-7_  -  — - 

200-4 

200-4 

200-4 

Qlenro«A  Int .  . 

EyiUiRviile  Tnt _  -  _  _ 

Direct- 

8000 

A-dn  -  -  - 

600-2 

600-2 

600-2 

Evansville  Int-  _  . .  . . .  . . 

LOM _ 

Direct  . 

8000 

Almort  Int  l_ . . 

LOM_  .  _  _ 

Direct  .- 

8000 

*Procedure  turn  N  side  of  W  crs  254°  Outbnd,  074°  Inbnd,  8000'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  inbnd,  6700'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approcKh  end  of  runway  at  OM,  6680'— 8.9  miles;  at  MM,  5648'— 0.6  mile. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  lading  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  7600'  on  E  crs  of  ILS  within  20  miles  of  LMM  or, 
when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  left,  proceed  direct  to  CPR-VOR,  climbing  to  7600'. 

Note;  Qlide  slope  unusable  Myond  1  mile  W  of  LOM  and  above  7WO'  due  to  moderate-to-severe  roughness. 

*Final  approach  from  holding  pattern  not  authorized.  Procedure  turn  required.  , 
fAirport  Int:  Int  W  crs  Casper  ILS;  R-201  Casper  VOR;  264°  bearing  from  Casper  RBn. 

City,  Casper,  State,  Wyo.;  Airport  Name,  Casper  Air  Terminal;  Elev.,  5348';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-CPR;  Procedure  No.  ILS-7,  Arndt.  9;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup 

Arndt.  No.  8;  Dated,  29  Apr.  61 


TTenningTnt  _  --  _ - 

Direct 

7400 

T-dn _ 

800-1 

300-1 

Henning  Tnt  .  _  ---  _  --  - 

Direct  .  ---  - 

7400 

C-dn _ 

400-1 

600-1 

C<rfe  Creek  tot . 

Direct  - .  - 

7400 

8-dn-26 _ 

400-1 

400-1 

Heiming  tot  (final) _ 

Direet _ 

7400 

A-dn  _  - 

800-2 

800-2 

CPR-VOR _ 

Airport  Int* _ 

Olenrock  Int.. 
Cole  Creek  tot 


609-lti 

400-1 

800-2 


PTo<»dure  turn  N  side  E  crs,  074°  Outbnd,  264°  Inbnd,  7400'  within  10  miles  of  Henning  Int. 

Mmimmn  altitude  over  Henning  Int  on  final  approach  crs,  7400'. 
distance,  Henning  tot  to  Mrport,  264°-^.7  mflee. 

n-  nr  ^^^l^ntact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  6.7  milea  after  passing  Henning  tot,  climb  to  8000' 
°°  of  ILS  within  10  miles  of  LMM,  or  when  directed  by  ATC,  turn  right,  proceed  direct  to  CPR  VOR  climbing  to  7600'. 

Other  changes  :  Deletes  transition  from  Parkerton  tot. 

Auport  Int:  tot  W  crs  Casper  ILS;  R-201  Casper  VOR;  264°  bearing  from  Ca^r  RBn. 

City,  Casper;  State,  Wyo.;  Airport  Name,  Casper  Air  Terminal;  Elev.,  6348';  Fac.  Class,,  ILS;  Ident..  I-CPR;  Procedure  No.  ILS-26  (back  course),  Arndt.  6;  Eff.  Date, 

21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt.  No.  ir.  Dated,  39  Apr.  61 


tofall  tot 

BjtabrtgeLFtai 


PAE  LOM _ 

Dtoect..... _ ..... 

PAE  LOM  _ 

PAE  LOM . 

Direct _ _ _ 

3000 

8000 

3000 


T-dn#. _ 

O-dn. _ 

8-dn-16°». 
A-dn. _ _ 


800-1 

800-1 

600-2 

600-2 

800-54 

800-54 

600-2 

600-2 

200-4 

600-2 

800-54 

600-2 


Re^r  vectoring  authorized  utilizing  Seattle  Center  Radar  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

^  Outbnd,  158°  Inbnd,  3000'  within  10  mUes  of  FAE  LOM. 

interception  Inbnd,  2700'. 

If  vi«,oi  t  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM  2693'— 7.9  miles:  at  MM  821'— 0,7  mile, 
miles  or  uescent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accompli^ed  turn  right,  dlmb  to  2000' on  R-276  of  PAE  VOR  within  10 

CAniJnw.  M ®dmb  to  3000',  direct  PAE  LOM. 

'Ji  activities  firoir  airport  and  in  immediate  surrounding  area, 

authorized  only  for  Runways  16  and  84. 

required  when  glide  slope  not  u^.  Localizer  crs  displaced  8°  W  of  runway  bearing. 

City,  Everett;  State,  Wa.«ih.;  Airport  Name,  Paine  Field;  Elev.,  603';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-PAE;  Procedure  No.  ILS-16,  Amdt.  Orlg.;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


ILS  Standabd  Instbttmbnt  Appboach  Pbocbddbb — Continaed 


Ceiling  and  visibility  mlnimnms 


More  than 
2-engine, 
more  than 
65  knots 


Minimum 

altitude 

(*eet) 


Course  and 
distance 


Condition 


Keller  Int. 
Joshua  Int. 


Caddy  Int**. 
Caddy  Int**. 


Via  crs  FTW  ILS 


T-dn... 

C-dn..-. 

S-dn-^. 

A-dn.... 


Direct. 


Stadium  Int  (final). 


Joshua  Int. 


Direct. 


Stadium  Inti. 


Caddy  Int**  (final) 


Direct. 


Radar  terminal  area  transition  altitude  2000'  within  20  miles  of  radar  site  (Greater  Southwest  International  .Airport). 

Radar  control  will  ^vlde  1000'  vertical  clearance  within  a  3-mile  radius  or  600'  vertical  clearance  within  a  3-  to  5-mile  (inclusive)  radius  of  1746'  TV  tower  6  miles  8E:  1679' 
tower  7milMSE;  28^TV  tower  24miles  ESE  ofairiport.  v 

Procedure  turn  E  side  of  crs  174°  Outbnd,  364°  Inbnd,  2600'  within  10  miles  of  Stadium  Int. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Caddy  Int  on  final  approach  crs  1400';  2000'  over  Stadium  Int. 

Crs  and  distance,  Caddy  Int  to  airport  364°— 3.2  miles. 

Back  course— no  glide  mope. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authotized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  3.2  miles  after  passing  Caddy  Int,  climb  to  2000'  on  N 
ers  of  FTW  ILS  within  20  miles. 

Non:  Aircraft  must  be  capable  of  simultaneous  reception  of  FTW  ILS  localizer  and  QSW  VOR. 

Am  Cabbibr  N otb:  Reduction  in  landing  minimum  not  authorized  on  cargo  and  ferry  flights. 

Caution:  666'  grain  elevator  1.6  miles  N  and  660'  grain  elevator  1.6  miles  N  of  airport. 

*306-1  required  for  takeolT  Runways  6-27  and  13-31. 

**Caddy  Int:  Int  of  FTW  ILS  S  crs  and  QSW  R-248,  MAA  3000'. 

IRadar  vectoring  may  be  used  to  position  aircraft  for  final  approach  within  6  miles  S  of  Stadium  Int  with  elimination  of  procedure  turn. 

City,  Fort  Worth;  State,  Tex.;  Airport-Name,  Meacham  Field;  Elev.,  662';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-FTW;  Procedure  No.  ILS-36  (Back  Course),  Arndt.  6;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar. 

64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  8;  Dated  1  Mar.  58 


Lexington  VOR. 


Lexington  LOM 


CraterviUe  Int@. 


Procedure  turn  N  side  NE  crs,  042°  Outtod,  222°  Inbnd,  2800'  within  10  miles. 

Back  course— no  glide  slope. 

Minimum  altitude  over  Fayette  Int,  2300'. 

Crs  and  distance,  Fayette  Int  to  airport,  222° — 4.8  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  within  4.8  miles  after  passing  Fayette  Int.,*  climb  to  2000'  on 
BW  crs  ILS  to  Lexingtw  LOM  within  10  miles. 

Non:  Procedure  authorized  only  when  aircraft  equipped  to  receive  ILS  and  VOR  simultaneously. 

*Fayette  Int:  Int  NE  crs  Lexington,  Ky.,  and  ILS  Ionizer  and  R-340  Lexington,  Ky.  VOR. 

^Centerville  Int:  Int  of  ILS  localize  crs  and  Lexington,  Ky.,  R-011. 

City,  Lexington;  State,  Ky.;  Airport  Name,  Blue  Grass;  Elev.,  678';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-LEX;  Procedure  No.  ILS-22  (Back  Course),  Amdt.  3;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64; 

Sup.  Amdt.  No.  2;  Dated,  17  Dec.  60 


PIH  VOR. 
PH  LFR.. 
Falls  Int... 
IDA  VOR 


LOM 

LOM 

LOM 


Direct. 


T-dn . 

C-dn***. 

S-dn-21*. 

A-dn.,.. 


Direct. 


Direct _ 

188°— 26  miles. 


NE  crs  of  localizer  **. 


Radar  vectoring  authoprized  in  accordance  with  approved  patterns. 

Procedure  turn  N  side  of  NE  crs,  027°  Outbnd,  207°  Inbnd,  7000'  within  10  miles.  Not  authorized  beyond  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  intercepticm  Inlmd,  7000'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM,  6610'— 3.7;  at  MM,  4660'— 0.6. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  uj^  descent  to  authcsized  landing  m^imums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished,  climb  to  6500'  on  R-234  PIH  VOR  within  15  miles  or,  when 
directed  by  ATC,  climb  to  6600'  on  W  crs  PH  LFR  within  16  miles. 

Caution:  High  terrain  8E  through  SW  of  airport. 

*  400-K  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized. 

**  Maintain  7400'  until  interception  of  glide  slope,  descend  on  glide  slope  to  cross  LOM  at  5610'. 

***  Circling  not  authorized  8  of  airport. 

City,  Pocatello;  State,  Idaho;  Airport  Name,  Municipal;  Elev.,  4448';  Fac.  Class.jIL^  IdoH.,  I-PIH;  Procedure  No.  ILS-21,  Amdt.  5;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  4; 


200-H 

eoo-iH 

200-M 

600-2 

400-1 


Radar  transitions  and  vectoring  using  San  Francisco  Radar  authorized  in  accordance  with  wproved  radar  patterns.  No  procedure  torn  authorized.  All  necessary  maneu¬ 
vering  and  descent  shall  be  accomplished  in  accordance  with  and  within  the  confines  of  the  SFO  LOM  bolding  pattern  (1-minute  left  turns,  2000'  minimum  altitude.  Final 
approach  crs,  101°  Outbnd,  281°  Inbnd.) 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  interception  Inbnd,  1700'. 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  OM  1720'— 6.7  miles;  at  MM  240'— 0.6  mile. 

Crs  and  distance,  OM  to  Runwray  28L,  280°— 6.3  miles. 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimums  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  climb  to  3000'  on  SFO  VOR  R-287  or  on  287°  crs  from  LMM 
wlthhi  16  miles. 

Caution:  Circling  minimums  do  not  lurovide  standard  clearance  over  high  terrain  W  and  SW  of  airport. 

1300-1  required  for  takeoff  Runway  16  R-L. 

%Runwrav  visual  range  2000'  also  authorized  for  landing  on  Runway  28R;  provided  that  all  components  of  the  ILS.  high-intensity  runway  lights,  approach  lights,  condeim- 
dischuge  flashers,  outer  compass  locator  and  all  related  airborne  equipment  are  operating  satisfactorily.  Descent  below  the  authorized  landing  minimum  altitude  of  210'  snau 
not  be  made  unless  visual  contact  with  the  approach  lights  has  bera  established  or  the  aircraft  is  clear  of  douds. 

*Runway  visual  range  2600',  also  authorize  for  takeoff  on  Runway  28R  and  L  in  lieu  of 200-H,  when  200-H  authorized,  providing  high-intensity  runway  lights  are  opera¬ 
tional. 

City,  San  Francisco;  State,  Calif.;  Airport  Name  ,San  Francisco  International;  Elev.,  10';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-SFO;  Procedure  No.  ILS-28R-L,  Amdt.  18;  Eff.  Date, 

21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Amdt.  No.  17;  l^ted,  27  Apr.  63  . 


2-engine  or  less 

66  knots 

More  than 

(tfless 

66  knots 

306-1 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-2 

800-2 

300-1 

300-1 

600-1 

600-1 

doo-H 

300-Ji 

600-2 

600-2 

Fayette  Int* _ _ r _ 

Direct _  -  _ 

2800 

T-dn _ 

300-1 

300-1 

Fayette  Tnt*___  . 

Direct 

2800 

O-dn 

600-1 

600-1 

Fa^tte  Int*  (final) _ _ 

Direct . .  . 

2300 

B-dn-22  _ 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn _ _ 

800-2 

800-2 

Ban  Jose  VOR.... _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

LOM  (final) 

Direct 

1700 

T-dni* 

300-1 

300-1 

SFO  VOR . 

LOM  _ 

Direct  .  _ 

2000 

C-dn 

600-1 

600-1 

Fremont  FM/HW _ 

LOM  (final) . 

Direct _ 

1700 

8-dn  28R% . 

200-^ 

600-2 

200-H 

600-2 

OAK  VOR . 

LOM  _  .  _ 

Direct 

2000 

A-dn 

Woodsidc  VOR _ 

LOM . 

Direct  . .  . 

4000 

8-dn  28L_„ _ 

400-1 

400-1 

Thursday,  March  12,  1964 
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IL8  Staniubd  iKMKOilBirT  Aftboacb  PmocBDOKi — Continued 


OeOInc  and  ^bOlty  nrfntnmmB 


HUF  KBn - 

HUF  VOR - 

leu  VOR . 

Fiirbanks  Int - - - 

ginfard  Int _ ... - 

Int  B-248  LEU-VOR  and  HUF  ILS  8W  Prairie  Creek  Int. 

pS-ie  Creek  Int . . . —  LOM  (final) - 

Spencer  Int . . .  LOM . . . 

(jltatonlnt - - -  LOM - 


SengiDflorleas 

66  knots 

or  less 

More  than 
06  knots 

800-1 

406-1 

306-$^ 

600-2 

300-1 

600-1 

800-fi 

800-2 

More  than 
2-engine, 


Procedure  turn  8  side  crs,  226®  Outbnd,  046®  Inbnd,  2100'  within  10  miles. 

Minimum  altitude  at  glide  slope  intersection  Inbnd,  1900'.  . 

Altitude  of  glide  slope  and  distance  to  approach  end  of  runway  at  LOM  1848'— 4.7  miles,  at  LMM  781'— 0.6  mile.  I 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  autborized  Umding  minimnms  or  if  landbK  not  accomplished,  climb  to  2100’  on  NE  crs  HUF  1L8  and  proceed  direct  to 
Csrbon  Int  or,  when  directed  by  ATC,  make  climbing  right  turn  to  2200'  and  proceed  direct  to  LEU-VOR. 

Note;  No  approach  lights. 

#400-1  required  when  glide  slope  not  utilized. 

City.  Terre  Haute:  8tate,  Ind.:  Airport  Name,  Hulman  Field;  Elev.,  686';  Fac.  Class.,  ILS;  Ident.,  I-HUF;  Procedure  No.  ILS-6,  Arndt.  2;  Efl.  Date,  21  Mar.  64;  Sup.  Arndt. 
.  No.  1;  Daied,  12  Oct.  63 

7.  By  amending  the  following  radar  procedures  prescribed  in  §  97.19  to  read: 

Radab  Standard  Instbdmbnt  Approach  Pbocidubb 

Bearings,  headings,  courses  and  radials  are  magnetic.  Elevations  and  altitudes  are  in  feet,  MSL.  Ceilings  are  in  feet  above  airport  delation.  Distances  are  in  nautical 
miltf  unless  otherwise  Indicated,  except  visibilities  which  are  in  statute  miles. 

If  a  radar  instrument  approach  is  conducted  at  the  below  named  airport,  it  shall  be  in  accordance  with  the  following  instrument  prooedura,  unless  an  r^iproach  is  conducted 
in  seowdanoe  with  a  dUferent  procedure  tor  such  alrpwt  autborized  by  the  Administrator  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Initial  approwdies  shall  be  made  over  specified 
rtoin.  Minimum  altitudefs)  shall  eorre^)ond  with  those  established  for  en  route  operation  in  the  particular  area  or  as  set  forth  below.  Positive  identification  must  be  estab- 
ll«hArt  with  the  radar  ocmtroller.  From  initial  contact  with  radar  to  final  authorize  landing  miolmums,  the  Instructions  of  the  radar  controller  are  mandatory  except  when 
(A)  Tisual  contact  is  established  on  final  approadi  at  or  before  descent  to  the  anthortaed  hmding  minimums,  or  (B)  at  pilot’s  discretion  if  it  appears  desirable  to  discontinue 
the  approach  exo^  when  the  radar  ,oontroll»  may  direct  otbarwlse  prior  to  final  approadi,  a  missed  tq)proaob  sbaU  be  executed  as  provided  below  when  (A)  communication 
oo  itiisl  approach  is  lost  for  more  than  6  seconds  during  a  precision  approach,  or  for  more  than  80  seconds  during  a  surveillance  approach;  (B)  directed  by  radar  controller ; 
(C)  visnal  contact  is  not  establkhed  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minhmims;  or  (D)  if  landing  is  not  accomplished. 


Radar  terminal  area  maneuvering  altitudes  by  sectors  and  limiting  distance  | 

1  Ceiling  and  visibility  minimnms 

2-engine  or  less 

More  than 

Oonrseand 

Minimum 

2-engine, 

From — 

To- 

Distance 

altitude 

Condition 

more  than 

(feet) 

66  knots 

More  than 

66  knots 

or  less 

66  knots 

2»® _ 

106®. . - 

Within  20  miles... 

2000 

Surveillance  approach 

260® . 

106® . 

Within  10  miles... 

1600 

T-dn . . 

800-1 

800-1 

aoo-j4 

C-dn-7 _ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-154 

0-^26 . 

•00-4 

600-1 

800-154 

8-dn-26  _ 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

8-dnr7 _ 

600-1 

600-1 

600-1 

A-dn _ 

800-f 

800-2 

800-2 

If  visual  contact  not  established  upon  descent  to  authorized  landing  minimnms  or  if  landing  not  accomplished  for  Runway  7  approadi,  turn  ri^t  and  climb  to  1600'  on 
B-(M  of  SJU  VOR  within  20  miles;  for  Runway  26  approach,  turn  right,  cUmb  to  2000'  on  R-360  of  SJU  VOR  within  20  miles. 

Note:  Descent  to  Runway  7  not  authorized  until  passing  4.6-mile  radar  fix  or  Antenna  Int*. 

'Antenna  Int;  Int  SJU  VOR  R-260  and  860®  bearing  from  8JP  RBn  or  6nii]e  DUE  fix  on  SJU  VOR  R-260. 

MSA:  000-100®— 1200';  100®-180®— 4600';  180®-2«0®— 4100';  290®-^60®— 1000'.  ^ 

City,  Ban  Juan;  State,  P.  R.;  Airport  Name,  Puerto  Rico  International;  Elev.,  O';  Fac.  Class,  and  Ident.,  San  Juan  Radar;  Procedure  No.  I,  Arndt.  Orig.;  Eff.  Date,  21  Mar,  64 

or  upon  commissioning  of  facility 

These  procedures  shall  become  effective  on  the  dates  specified  therein. 

amendments  are  made  under  the  authority  of  sections  307(c) ,  313(a),  and  601  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(c),  1354(a),  1421;  72  Stat.  749,  752,  775). 


Issued  in  Washlngton„D.C.,  on  February  14, 1964. 


O.  8.  Moore, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 


IFJl.  Doc.  64-1696;  Filed,  Mar.  11, 1964;  8:46  a.m.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  9— ANIMALS  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  II — ^Agricultural  Markafing 
Sarvka  (Packars  and  Stockyards  Di¬ 
vision),  Dapartmant  of  Agricultura 


relieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of 
lettuce  grown  in  the  production  area. 

Order,  as  amended.  In  S  971.306  (28 
F.R.  13487,  13938;  29  FR.  470),  delete 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (a)  “Grade," 
and  paragri^h  (a)  is,  therefore,  reserved. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended:  7  tT-B.C. 
601-874) 


PART  203— STATEMENTS  OF  GEN¬ 
ERAL  POLICY  UNDER  THE  PACKERS 
AND  STOCKYARDS  ACT 

Market  Agendas  Paying  Expanses  of 
Livestock  Buyers 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  64-331  appearing  in  ttie 
issue  for  Tuesday,  January  14,  1964,  at 
page  311,  Insert  the  word  “and"  following 
the  word  “Act"  in  the  22d  line  of  the 
penultimate  paragraph. 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Tree 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

(971.306  Arndt.  3] 

PART  971— LETTUCE  GROWN  IN 
LOWER  RIO  GRANDE  VALLEY  OF 
SOUTH  TEXAS 

Limitation  of  Shipments 

Findings,  (a)  Pursuant  to  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  144  and  Order  No.  971  (7 
CFR  Part  971) ,  regulating  the  handling 
of  lettuce  grown  in  the  Lower  Rio 
Grande  Valley  in  South  Texas  (Cameron, 
Hidalgo,  Starr,  and  Willacy  Counties), 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  ttie  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (Secs.  1-19,  48 
Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  information  submitted  by  the 
South  Texas  Lettuce  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  pursuant  to  said  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order,  and  upon  other  available 
information,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
amendment  to  the  limitation  of  ship¬ 
ments  hereinafter  set  forth  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(b)  It  is  hereby  foimd  that  it  is  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  or 
engage  in  public  rule  making  proce¬ 
dure,  and  that  good  cause  exists  for  not 
postponing  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1003)  in  that  (1)  the  time  intervening 
'  between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  amendment  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  amend¬ 
ment  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  (2)  compliance  with  this 
amendment  will  not  require  any  special 
preparation  on  the  part  of  handlers,  (3) 
information  regarding  the  committee’s 
recommendation  has  been  made  avail¬ 
able  to  producers  and  handlers  in  the 
production  area,  and  (4)  this  amendment 


Effective  date.  Dated:  March  10, 
1964,  to  become  effective  March  11,  1964. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-2482;  FUed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:51  ajn.] 


Title  16-CDMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade 
Commission 

(Docket  7739] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Robert  A.  Jdhnston  Company 

Subpart — Discriminating  in  price  un¬ 
der  section  2,  Clayton  Act — ^E*rice  Dis¬ 
crimination  Under  2(a) :  9  13.755  Pool¬ 
ing  orders  of  chain  stores  and  buying 
groups;  9  13.795  Warehouse  rental  and 
service. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  Sec.  2,  49  Stat.  1526;  15  UJ3.C.  13) 
(Cease  and  desist* order,  Robert  A.  Johnston 
Company,  Milwaukee,  Wls.,  Docket  7739,  Feb. 
7,  1964] 

Consent  order  requiring  Milwaukee 
manufacturers  of  biscuit  products  to 
cease  discriminating  in  price  in  violation 
of  section  2(a)  of  the  Clayton  Act  by 
use  of  a  discount  schedule  based  on  the 
classification  of  its  retailer  customers 
into  three  categories:  (1)  Independents 
operating  one  retail  ouUet,  (2)  chains, 
and  (3)  voluntary  groups  of  independent 
stores  banded  together  for  buying  and 
advertising,  and  permitting  the  pur¬ 
chases  of  all  stores  of  a  group  to  be  com¬ 
bined  for  the  purpose  of  computing  the 
percentage  bracket  of  the  schedule  to  be 
granted;  and  by  granting  to  chain  stores 
taking  delivery  at  their  own  warehouses 
a  discount  of  16  percent  below  the  prices 
they  charged  other  retailer  purchasers 
receiving  no  discounis. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent,  Robert 
A.  Johnston  Company,  a  corporation,  its 
ofOcers,  employees,  agents  and  repre¬ 
sentatives,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection  with 
the  offering  for  sale,  sale,  or  distribution 
of  biscuit  products  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce"  is  defined  in  the  Clayton 
Act.  as  amended,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from:  Discriminating,  directly  or 
indirectly  in  the  price  of  such  products 
of  like  grade  and  quality,  by  selling  to 
any  purchaser  at  net  prices  higher  than 
the  net  prices  charged  any  other  pur¬ 
chaser  who  in  fact  coiiu>ctes  with  such 


unfavored  purchaser  in  the  resale  and 
distribution  of  such  products.  “Net 
price"  as  used  in  this  order  shall  mean 
the  ultimate  net  cost  to  the  purchaser. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”, 
etc.,  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respond¬ 
ent,  Robert  A.  Johnston  Company,  shall, 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon 
it  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Conunis- 
sion  a  report,  in  writing,  setting  forth  in 
detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which  it 
has  complied  with  the  order  to  cease 
and  desist. 

Issued:  February  7,  1964. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-2405;  FUed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:47  am.] 


[Docket  7452] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Schulze  &  Burch  Biscuit  Co. 

Subpart — ^Discriminating  in  price  un¬ 
der  Sec.  2,  Clayton  Act — Price  Discrimi¬ 
nation  Under  2(a) :  9  13.770  Quantity  re¬ 
bates  or  discounts;  Discriminating  in 
price  under  Section  2.  Clasrton  Act— Pay¬ 
ment  for  Services  or  Facilities  for  Proc¬ 
essing  or  Sale  Under  2(d) :  9  13.824  Ad¬ 
vertising  expenses. 

(Sec.  6.  38  stat.  721;  15  UA.C.  46.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  Sec.  2,  49  Stat.  1526;  15  US.C. 
13)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Schulze  & 
Burch  Biscuit  Co.,  Chicago.  Ill.,  Docket  7452, 
Feb. 7. 1964] 

Consent  order  requiring  Chicago  man¬ 
ufacturers  of  biscuit  products— malt 
cookies  and  crackers — ^to  cease  dis- 
criminatii^  in  price  in  violation  of  Sec. 

2  of  the  Clayton  Act  by  their  use  of  a 
discount  schedule  which  classified  their 
retailer  customers  into  (1)  independents 
owning  a  single  store,  (2)  chains  and 
(3)  voluntary  groups  of  independents 
banded  together  for  buying  and  adver¬ 
tising,  and  permitting  the  chain  and 
voluntary  groups  to  combine  purchases 
of  all  their  stores  for  the  purpose  of 
computing  the  percentage  bracket  of  the 
schedule  which  they  were  granted,  when 
purchases  of  the  individual  stores  of  the 
group  would  not  qualify  them  for  that 
bracket,  thus  violating  section  2(a) ;  and 
by  paying  advertising  allowances  to  cer¬ 
tain  of  their  custmners  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  an  advertising  plan 
which  were  not  made  known  to  many 
smidler  competitors  of  those  favored; 
and  paying  special  advertising  allow¬ 
ances  to  large  chain  and  voluntary  group 
customers — generally  individually  nego¬ 
tiated — ^while  not  so  favoring  other  cus¬ 
tomers  in  competition  with  the  groups,  in 
violation  of  section  2(d). 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Schulze 
&  Burch  Biscuit  Co.,  a  corporation,  its 
officers,  employees,  agents  and  repre¬ 
sentatives,  directly  or  through  any  cor-  j 
porate  or  other  device.  In  or  in  connec- 
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tion  with  the  sale  of  its  biscuit  products 
in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined 
in  the  Clayton  Act.  as  amended,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from:  Dis¬ 
criminating,  directly  or  Indirectly,  in  the 
price  of  such  products  of  like  grade  and 
quality,  by  selling  to  any  purchaser  at 
net  prices  higher  than  the  net  prices 
charged  any  other  purchaser  competing 
in  fact  with  su(^  unfavored  purchaser 
in  the  resale  and  distribution  of  such 
products. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent 
S<^ulze  &  Burch  Biscuit  Co.,  a  corpo¬ 
ration.  its  ofBcers,  employees,  agents  and 
representatives,  directly  or  through  any 
corporate  or*  other  device,  in  or  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  sale  of  its  biscuit  prod¬ 
ucts  in  commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  de¬ 
fined  in  the  aforesaid  Clayton  Act.  as 
amended,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from:  Making  or  contracting  to  make  to 
or  for  the  benefit  of  any  customer,  any 
payment  of  anything  of  value  as  com- 
pouation  or  in  cmisideration  for  any 
advertising  or  any  other  services  or  fa¬ 
cilities  furnished  by  or  through  such 
customer,  in  connection  with  the  han¬ 
dling.  offering  for  resale,  or  resale  of 
respondent’s  products,  unless  such  pay¬ 
ment  is  in  fact  made  available  on  pro¬ 
portionally  equal  terms  to  all  other  cus¬ 
tomers  competing  in  the  distribution  of 
such  products. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
further  order  requiring  report  of  com¬ 
pliance  is  as  follows: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  respondent. 
Schulze  &  Burch  Biscuit  Co.,  shall,  with¬ 
in  dxty  (60)  days  after  service  upon  it  of 
this  order,  file  with  the  Commission  a 
report,  in  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail 
the  manner  and  form  in  which  it  has 
complied  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist. 

Issued:  February  7,  1964. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-2406;  FUed.  Mar.  11.  1964; 

8:47  ajn.] 


Is  as 

hulze 
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[Docket  7841  o.] 

PART  13~-PROHIBiTEO  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Stauffer  Laboratories,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — ^Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly;  §  13.170  QuoZifies  or  properties 
of  product  or  service:  §  13.170-62  Medici- 
therapeutic,  healthful,  etc.;  §  13.170- 
"4  'Reducing,  non- fattening,  low-calorie, 
etc. 

(Sec.  6.  38  Stat.  721;  16  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
OT  apply  Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
I  wP ■  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Stauffer 

J^ratories,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Los  Angeles.  Calil., 
Docket  7841,  Peb.  7. 1964] 

In  the  Matter  of  Stauffer  Laboratories, 
a  Corporation,  and  Bernard  H. 
puffer.  Individually  and  ax  an  Of¬ 
ficer  of  Said  Corporation 

Order  requiring  Los  Angeles  sellers  of 
operating  by  electric  current 
wd  designated  as  a  “Posture  Rest”  and 
faio  1  ,  ^  cease  representing 

“^ly  in  advertisements  in  magazines 


and  periodicals  and  in  advertising  msitter 
and  brochures  distributed  to  dealers  that 
the  device  was  of  value  in  reducing  the 
body  in  particular  areas  such  as  hips, 
thii^  legs  and  stmnach,  as  well  as  the 
over-all  body  weight,  and  that  it  would 
tone  and  firm  sagging  muscles. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Stauffer 
Laboratories.  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its 
officers,  and  respondent  Bernard  H. 
Stauffer,  individually  and  as  an  officer 
of  said  corporation,  and  respondents’ 
agents,  representatives  and  employees, 
directly  or  through  any  corporate  or 
other  device,  in  connection  with  the  of¬ 
fering  for  sale,  sale,  distribution  or  rental 
of  the  device  designated  ^‘Magic  Couch” 
and  “Posture-Rest”,  or  any  other  device 
of  substantially  the  same  construction, 
design  or  operation,  do  forthwith  cease 
and  desist  from: 

1.  Disseminating  or  causing  to  be  dis¬ 
seminated  by  means  of  the  United  States 
mails  or  by  any  means  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act.  any  advertise¬ 
ment  which  represents,  directly  or  by 
implication: 

(a)  That  said  device  will  cause  a  re¬ 
duction  in  size  or  weight  of  the  hmnan 
body  or  any  particular  area  thereof;  or 
that  the  use  of  said  device  in  conjunction 
with  a  diet  will  cause  a  reduction  in  size 
or  weight  of  the  human  body  or  any  par¬ 
ticular  area  thereof,  unless  it  is  clearly 
stated  that  any  such  reduction  would  be 
solely  by  reason  of  a  diet; 

(b)  That  said  device,  used  separately 
or  as  part  of  a  plan  requiring  a  restricted 
diet,  or  as  part  of  any  other  plan,  will 
tone  or  firm  human  tissue,  including 
muscle. 

2.  Disseminating  or  causing  to  be  dis¬ 
seminated  by  any  means  any  advertise¬ 
ment  for  the  purpose  of  inducing,  or 
which  is  likely  to  induce,  directly  or 
indirectly,  the  purchase  of  said  device  in 
commerce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in 
the  Federal  Trade  Cmnmission  Act, 
which  advertisement  contains  any  rep¬ 
resentations  pit^iibited  in  paragraphs 
1(a)  or  Kb)  hereof. 

By  “Final  Order”,  further  order  re¬ 
quiring  report  of  compliance  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  CommLssi<m  a  report,  in  writing, 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  they  have  complied  with 
the  order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  February  7,  1964. 

issAL]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2407;  FUed,  Mar.  11.  1964; 

8:48  ajn.] 


[Docket  7817  o.] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

United  Biscuit  Company  of  America 

Subpart — ^Discriminating  in  price  un¬ 
der  S  2,  Clayton  Act — ^Price  Discrimina¬ 


tion  Under  2(a)  :  S  13.770  Quantity  re¬ 
bates  or  discounts;  Discriminating  in 
price  imder  section  2,  Clairton  Act — ^Pay- 
m^t  for  Services  or  Facilities  for  Proc- 
essix^  <m:  Sale  Under  2(d) :  §  13.824  Ad¬ 
vertising  expenses. 

(Sec.  6.  88  stat.  721;  16  UJ3.C.  46.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  Sec.  2,  49  Stat.  1526;  16  UA.C. 

13)  (Cease  and  deelst  order.  United  Bis¬ 
cuit  Comp>any  of  America,  Melrose  Park,  Ill., 
Docket  7817,  Feb.  7.  1964] 

(Drder  requiring  a  manufacturer  of 
biscuit  products  with  headquarters  in 
Melrose  Park,  HI.,  to  cease  violating  sec-  ^ 
tion.  2(a)  of  the  Clasrton  Act  by  selling 
its  products  to  some  purchasers  at 
higher  net  prices,  arrived  at  through  the 
use  of  volume  discount  schedules,  than 
it  charged  others  competing  in  the  resale 
of  the  products  with  those  so  favored; 
and  simultaneous'  consent  order  requir¬ 
ing  said  manufacturer  to  cease  violating 
section  2(d)  of  the  Clayton  Act  by  mak¬ 
ing  payments  to  certain  customers  for 
advertising  and  promotional  activities  in 
connection  with  the  handling  of  its  prod¬ 
ucts  tuiless  such  payments  were  offered 
on  proportionally  equal  terms  to  all 
other  customers  competing  in  the  dis¬ 
tribution  or  resale  of  the  products. 

The  orders  to  cease  and  desist,  includ-  ■ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  United  Biscuit 
Company  of  America,  a  corporation,  and 
its  officers,  representatives,  agents  and 
employees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  sale  and  distribution  of  their 
food  products  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Clayion  Act,  do 
forthwith  cease  and  desist  from  discrim¬ 
inating,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  the  price 
of  sudi  products  of  like  grade  and  qual¬ 
ity,  by  selling  to  any  purchaser  at  net 
prices  higher  than  the  net  prices  charged 
any  other  purchaser  who,  in  fact,  com¬ 
petes  with  the  purchaser  paying  the 
higher  price  in  the  resale  of  such  prod¬ 
ucts. 

Paying  or  contracting  to  pay  to  or  for 
the  benefit  of  any  customer  an3rthlng  of 
value  as  compensation  or  in  cemsidera- 
tion  for  any  advertising,  promotional  ac¬ 
tivities,  or  other  services  or  facilities  fur¬ 
nished  by  or  through  such  customer  in 
connection  with  the  processing,  han¬ 
dling,  sale  or  offering  Jor  sale  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  respondent’s  products,  unless 
such  pajnnent  or  consideration  is  offered 
or  otherwise  made  available  on  propor¬ 
tionally  equal  terms  to  all  other  custom¬ 
ers  competing  in  the  distribution  or  re¬ 
sale  of  such  products. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  respond¬ 
ent,  United  Biscuit  Company  of  America, 
shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service 
upon  it  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  report,  in  writing,  setting  forth 
in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which 
it  has  complied  with  the  order  to  cease 
and  desist  as  set  forth  in  this  order. 

Issued:  February  7, 1964. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-2408;  FUed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Doportmont  of  Hoalth,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUtCHAPm  •— FOOD  AND  FOOD  PtODUCTS 

PART  121^FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

White  Mineral  Oil 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  data  in  petitions  filed 
by  the  American  Petroleum  Institute, 
1271  Avenue  of  the  Americas,  New  York 
20,  New  York  (FAP  302)  and  The  Dow 
Chemical  Company,  Midland,  Michigan 
(FAP  605) ,  and  other  relevant  data,  has 
concluded  Uiat  a  regulation  should  issue 
to  prescribe  the  safe  use  of  white  mineral 
oil  in  food.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1785;  21  U.S.C. 
348a(c)(l)),  and  under  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  by  the  Secretary  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR  2.90;  29 
F.R.  471)  Subpart  D  of  the  food  additive 


regulations  is  amended  by  the  addition 
thereto  of  a  new  section,  as  follows: 

§  121.1146  White  mineral  oiL 

White  mineral  oil  may  be  safely  used 
in  food  in  accordance  with  the  following 
conditions: 

(a)  White  mineral  oil  is  a  mixture  of 
liquid  hydrocarbons,  essentially  paraffinic 
and  naphthenic  in  nature  obtained  from 
petroleum.  It  is  refined  to  meet  the  fol¬ 
lowing  specifications: 

(1)  It  meets  the  test  requirements  of 
n.SP.  XVI  for  readily  carbonizable  sub¬ 
stances  (page  518) . 

(2)  It  meets  tiie  test  requirements  of 
U.S.P.  XVI  for  sulfur  compounds  (page 
518). 

(3)  It  meets  the  specifications  pre¬ 
scribed  in  the  Journal  of  the  Association 
of  Official  Agricultural  Chemists,  Volume 
45,  page  66  (1962)  after  correction  of  the 
ultraviolet  absorbance  for  any  ab¬ 
sorbance  due  to  added  antioxidants. 

(b)  White  mineral  oil  may  contain  any 

antioxidant  permitted  in  food  by  regula¬ 
tions  issued  in  accordance  with  section 
409  of  the  act,  in  an  amount  not  greater 
that  that  required  to  produce  its 
intended  effect.  > 

(c)  White  mineral  oil  is  used  or  in¬ 
tended  for  use  as  follows : 


Limitation  {inclusive  of  aU  petro¬ 
leum  hydrocarbons  that  may  be 
used  in  combination  with  white 
Use  mineral  oil) 

1.  As  a  release  agent,  binder,  and  lubricant  in  or  on  Not  to  exceed  0.6%  of  the  capsule 
capsules  and  tablets  containing  concentrates  of  flavor-  or  tablet. 

Ing,  spices,  condiments,  and  nutrients  intended  for 
addition  to  food,  excluding  confectionery. 

2.  As  a  release  agent,  binder,  and  lubricant  in  or  on  Do. 
capsules  and  tablets  containing  foods  for  special  die- 

ta^  use. 


3.  As  a  float  on  fermentation  fluids  in  the  manufactxire  In  an  amount  not  to  exceed  good 
of  vinegar  and  wine  to  prevent  or  retard  access  of  air.  manufacturing  practice, 
evaporation,  and  wild  yeast  contamination  during 

fermentation. 

4.  As  a  defoamer  in  food - In  accordance  with  §  121.1099. 

6.  In  bakery  products,  as  a  release  agent  and  lubricant..  Not  to  exceed  0.15%  of  bakery 

I  products. 

6.  In  dehydrated  fruits  and  vegetables,  as  a  release  Not  to  exceed  0.02%  of  dehydrated 

agent.  fruits  and  vegetables. 

7.  In  egg  white  solids,  as  a  release  agent - ...  Not  to  exceed  0.10%  of  egg  white 

solids. 

8.  On  raw  fruits  and  vegetables,  as  a  protective  coating _ In  an  amoimt  not  to  exceed  good 

manufacturing  practice. 

9.  In  frozen  meat,  as  a  component  of  a  hot-melt  coating..  Not  to  exceed  0.095%  of  meat. 


Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  its 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health.  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  written  objections 
thereto.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  order  and  specify  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  the  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  grounds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  ^e  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 


by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to  justify 
the  relief  sought.  Objections  may  be 
accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief 
in  support  thereof.  All  documents  shall 
be  filed  in  quintuifiicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)  (1).  72  Stat.  1785;  21  U.S.C.  348a 
(c)(1)) 

Dated:  March  6, 1964. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(PJt.  Doc.  64-2402;  FUed,  liar.  11,  1964; 
8:47  am.] 


Title  43— PUDLIC  LANDS; 
INTERIDR 

Chapter  1 — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

(Public  Land  Order  3345] 
(Anchorage  058542] 

ALASKA 

Partly  Revoking  Executive  Order 
No.  2242  of  August  31,  1915 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
March  12,  1914  (38  Stat.  305;  48  U.S.C. 
303,  305),  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952,  it  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Executive  Order  No.  2242  of  August 
31,  1915,  which  reserved  lands  for  town- 
site  purposes  and  other  purposes  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  construction  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  railroad  lines,  is  hereby  revoked 
soTar  as  it  affects  the  following-described 
land: 

Amch<hiaox 

n.S.  SURVEY  3468 

Tract  “C”,  lot  6; 

Parcels  Nos.  1  and  2  (as  delineated  on 
sketch  entitled  “Exhibit  ‘S',  Brown’s 
Point-  Park’’,  filed  with  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  in  Anchorage  058542, 
and  containing  approximately  0.50  acre) . 

2.  The  land  has  been  classified  for  dis¬ 
posal  only  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act  of 
June  14,  1926  (44  Stat.  741;  43  U.S.C. 
869-86&-3),  as  amended.  It  is,  there¬ 
fore,  not  subject  to  disposition  under  any 
other  public  land  law  unless  and  until  a 
fur^er  order  is  issued  by  an  authorized 
officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment  opening  the  land  to  such  dispo- 
siticxi. 

John  A.  Carver,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary  of  'the  Interior. 

March  6,  1964. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-2388;  FUed.  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:45  am.] 


(Public  Land  Order  3346] 

(New  Mexico  0870906] 

NEW  MEXICO 

Adding  Lands  to  the  Cibola 
National  Forest 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained  in 
the  Act  of  July  9,  1962  (76  Stat.  140;  43 
UJ5.C.  315g-l),  and  upon  the  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

Subject  to  valid  existii^  rights,  the 
following-described  public  lands  in  New 
Mexico  are  hereby  added  to  and  made  a 
part  of  the  Cibola  National  Forest  and 
heresffter  shiJl  be  subject  to  all  laws  and 
regulations  applicable  to  said  national 
forest: 
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New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
T.  10  N.,  R.  12  W., 

Sec.  3 ,  lots  1  to  4,  Incl.,  and 

S%. 

Containing  643.76  acres. 

John  A.  Carver,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

March  6,  1964. 

IPR.  Doc.  64-2389;  Piled,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:45  am.] 


[Public  Land  Order  3347] 

[Arizona  032826] 

ARIZONA 

Modification  of  Departmental  Orders 
to  Permit  Disposal  as  a  Townsite 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  the  act  of  June  17.  1902  (32  Stat.  388; 
43  U.S.C.  416) ,  the  Departmental  Orders 
of  January  31,  1903,  and  of  April  9, 1904, 
which  withdrew  public  lands  for  reclama¬ 
tion  purposes  in  connection  with  Colo¬ 
rado  River  surveys,  are  hereby  modified 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  permit  disposal 
of  the  following-described  lands  as  a 
townsite,  as  authorized  by  the  Acts  of 
April  16  and  June  27,  1906  (34  Stat.  116, 
519;  43  U.S.C.  561) : 

OiLA  AND  Salt  River  Meridian 
T.  11  S.,  R.  26  W., 

Sec.  12,  NE%NW%,  EViNW%NW%,  and 
that  pOTtlon  of  W^^E%SW»^NW^^  lying 
east  of  the  East  Main  Canal  right-of-way. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  approxi¬ 
mately  64  acres. 

John  A.  Carver.  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

March  6,  1964. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-2390;  Filed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:46  a.m.] 

Title  50— WyUFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 

Wildlife  Refuges  in  South  Carolina 
and  Arkansas 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issu^  and  are  effective  on  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

South  Carolina 

SANTEE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Santee  National 
Wudlife  Refuge,  South  Carolina,  is  per- 
nfitted  only  on  the  areas  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  fishing.  This  open  area. 
No.  50 - 3 


comprising  3,150  acres  or  4  percent  of 
the  total  area  of  the  refuge,  is  delineated 
on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge  head¬ 
quarters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  809  Peachtree-Seventh 
Building,  Atlanta,  Cleorgia,  30323.  Sport 
fishing  is  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions: 

(a)  Species  permitted  to  be  taken: 
Largemouth  black  bass,  striped  bass 
(rockfish),  white  bass,  crappie,  bream 
(bluegill) ,  jackfish. 

(b)  Open  season:  March  15,  1964, 
through  October  31,  1964.  Daylight 
hours  only. 

(c)  Daily  creel  limits:  Largemouth 
black  bass,  striped  bass  (rockfish) ,  white 
bass — no  more  than  an  aggregate  of  10. 
Not  more  than  25  game  fish  other  than 
bass. 

(d)  Methods  of  fishing: 

(1)  Pole  and  line,  rod  and  reel,  arti¬ 
ficial  and  live  baits  permitted. 

(2)  Row  boats,  canoes,  and  other  float¬ 
ing  devices  witiiout  motors  permitted. 
Boats  must  be  removed  from  the  refuge 
at  the  close  of  each  day  unless  circum¬ 
stances  warrant  permission  to  be  granted 
by  the  refuge  officer  in  charge. 

(3)  Fishing  from  banks  and  dikes  per¬ 
mitted. 

(e)  Other  provisions: 

( 1 )  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  33. 

(2)  A  Federal  permit  is  not  required 
to  enter  the  public  fishing  area. 

(3)  The  provisions  of  this  special  reg¬ 
ulation  are  effective  to  November  1, 1964. 

Arkansas 

WAPANOCCA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  on  the  Wapanocca  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Arkansas,  is  per¬ 
mitted  only  on  the  areas  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  flashing.  This  open  area, 
comprising  3,400  acres  or  90  percent  of 
the  total  area  of  the  refuge,  is  delineated 
on  a  map  available  at  the  refuge  head¬ 
quarters  and  from  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Wildlife,  809  Peachtree- 
Seventh  Building,  Atlanta,  Georgia, 
30323.  Sport  fishing  is  subject  to  the 
following  conditions: 

(a)  Species  permitted  to  be  taken: 
Black  bass,  crappie,  other  sunfish,  white 
bass,  catfish,  pickerel,  and  other  minor 
species  permitted  by  State  regulations. 

(b)  Open  season:  April  1,  1964,  to 
September  30,  1964.  Daylight  hours 
only. 

(c)  Daily  creel  limits:  Black  bass — 10, 
crappie — 20,  white  bass — 25,  catfish 
(other  than  bullheads) — 10,  pickerel  or 
sunfish  (other  than  bass  or  crappie) — 50, 
aggregate  daily  limit  on  all  game  fish — 
75. 

(d)  Methods  of  fishing: 

(1)  Bank  fishing  permitted  along 
Ditches  No.  12,  8,  and  the  adjacent  bor¬ 
row  pits. 


(2)  Fishing  in  the  “Little  Lake”  area 
is  prohibited. 

(3)  Pole  and  line,  rod  and  reel,  arti¬ 
ficial  and  live  baits  permitted. 

(4)  The  use  of  jug,  drop,  or  trotlines 
is  prohibited. 

(5)  Boats  with  motors  no  larger  than 
6V2  h.p.  permitted. 

(e)  Other  provisions: 

( 1 )  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  33. 

(2)  A  Federal  permit  is  not  required  to 
enter  the  public  fishing  area. 

(3)  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  are  effective  to  October  1,  1964. 

Arkansas 

WHITE  river  national  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

In  Federal  Register,  Doc.  64-768,  ap¬ 
pearing  at  page  1387  of  the  issue  for 
January  28,  1964,  §  33.5  (a)  and  (c)  are 
corrected  as  follows: 

(a)  Species  permitted  to  be  taken: 
Black  bass,  crappie,  other  sunfish,  white 
bass,  catfish,  pickerel,  and  other  minor 
species  permitted  by  State  regulations. 

(c)  Daily  creel  limits:  Bl^ck  bass — 
10,  crappie — 20,  white  bass — 25,  catfish 
(other  than  bullheads) — 10,  pickerel  or 
sunfish  (other  than  bass  or  crappie) — 
50,  aggregate  daily  limit  on  all  game 
fish— 75. 

John  D.  F’indlay, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 
Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

March  5,  1964. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2391;  FUed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:46  ajn.] 

Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  VII — Department  of  the 
Air  Force 

SUBCHAPTER  W — AIR  FORCE  PROCUREMENT 
INSTRUCTION 

PART  1054 — CONTRACT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Subpart  A — Administration  of  AF 
Contracts  by  Contracting  OfRcers 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  64-1954  appearing  in  the 
issue  for  Saturday,  February  29, 1964,  at 
page  2845,  paragraph  (a)  of  §  1054.203 
should  read  as  follows: 

§  1054.203  Secondary  administration. 

(a)  The  prime  office  has  the  respon¬ 
sibility  for  administration  of  an  assigned 
prime  contract.  However,  due  to  the  di¬ 
versity  of  work  locations  used  by  a  prime 
contractor,  including  intra-company 
transactions,  it  may  become  necessary  to 
delegate  various  administrative  func¬ 
tions  to  a  receiving  office. 

•  *  «  •  « 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 
[  19  CFR  Part  1  3 

AREA  OF  PORTS  OF  MINNEAPOUS 
AND  ST.  PAUL,  MINNESOTA 

Proposed  Change  in  Customs 
Districts,  Ports,  and  Stations 

March  5, 1964. 

Many  txnicking  operations  and  other 
transportation  facilities  have  moved 
their  operations  in  recent  years  to  out- 
l3dng  areas  of  the  Twin  Cities  of  Min¬ 
neapolis  and  St.  Paul.  While  these  op¬ 
erations  still  require  customs  services, 
many  of  these  facilities  are  outside  of 
the  present  geographical  limits  of  the 
port  of  Minneapolis  and  the  port  of  St. 
Paul.  These  circumstances  make  it  de¬ 
sirable  to  include  these  outlying  areas 
within  the  port  limits  of  the  Twin  Cities. 

Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act  (5  UB.C.  1003) 
that  under  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  by  section  1  of  the  Act 
of  August  1,  1914,  38  Stat.  623  (19 
UjS.C.  2),  which  was  delegated  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasiuy  by  the 
President  by  Executive  Order  No.  10289, 
September  17,  1951  (3  CFR  Ch.  IE) , 
and  pursuant  to  authorization  given 
to  me  by  Treasury  Department  Order 
No.  190,  Rev.  2  (28  PJl.  11570) ,  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  that  the  geographical  limits  of  the 
customs  port  of  entry  of  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota,  in  Customs  Collection  Dis¬ 
trict  No.  35  (Minnesota) ,  comprising  the 
city  of  Minneapolis  and  territory  de¬ 
scribed  in  Treasury  Decision  53033,  be 
extended  to  include  the  city  of  Minne¬ 
apolis  and  that  portion  of  Hennepin 
County,  Minnesota,  lying  south  of  45°4' 
north  latitude  and  east  of  93°25'  west 
longitude. 

It  is  further  proposed  that  the  geo¬ 
graphical  limits  of  the  tustoms  port  of 
entry  of  St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  in  C^istoms 
Collection  District  No.  35  (Minnesota), 
comprising  the  cities  of  St.  Paul,  South 
St.  Paul,  and  West  St.  Paul,  be  extended 
to  include  the  cities  of  St.  Paul,  South 
St.  Paul,  and  West  St.  Paul,  oud  that 
portion  of  Ramsey  County,  Minnesota, 
lying  south  of  45*’2'30"  north  latitude, 
and  that  part  of  Dakota  County  hdng 
north  of  44”51'  north  latitude. 

It  is  also  proposed  to  amend  §  1.1  (c) 
of  the  Customs  regulations  to  reflect 
these  changes. 

Data,  views,  or  arguments  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  extension  of  the  geo¬ 
graphical  limits  of  the  ports  of  Minne¬ 
apolis  and  St.  Paul.  Minnesota,  may  be 
addressed  in  writing  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Chistoms,  Bureau  of  Customs,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.,  20226.  To  assure  consid¬ 
eration  of  such  communications,  they 
must  be  received  in  the  Bureau  of  Cus¬ 
toms  not  later  than  30  days  after  publi- 
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cation  oi  this  notice  in  the  Fkdkral  Rkg- 
ISTOL  No  hearings  will  be  held. . 

[sxAL]  James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[PH.  Doc.  64-2416:  Piled.  Mar.  11.  1964;  • 
8:49  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Parts  1037,  1041  3 

[Docket  Noe.  AO-197-A10.  AD-72-A26] 

MILK  IN  NORTH  CENTRAL  OHIO  AND 
TOLEDO,  OHIO  MARKETING  AREAS 

Notice  of  Recommended  Decision  and 

Opportunity  To  File  Written  Excep¬ 
tions  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 

Tentative  Marketing  Agreement 

and  to  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  C7PR  Part  900) ,  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  the  filing  with  the  Hearing  Clerk 
of  this  recommended  decision  witti  re¬ 
spect  to  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  order 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
North  Central  Ohio  marketing  area. 
Interested  parties  may  file  written  excep¬ 
tions  to  this  decision  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  by 
the  third  day  after  publication  of  this 
decision  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
exceptions  should  be  filed  in  quadru¬ 
plicate. 

Preliminary  statement.  The  hearing 
on  the  record  of  which  the  proposed 
amendments,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order  as  amended,  were  formu¬ 
lated,  was  conducted  at  Stony  Ridge, 
Ohio,  on  February  10-15,  1964,  pursuant 
to  notice  thereof  which  was  issued  Janu¬ 
ary  7.  1964  (29  FJl.  289) ,  and  a  supple¬ 
mentary  notice  thereof  issued  on  Janu¬ 
ary  17, 1964  (29  FH.  569) . 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearii^  relate  to ; 

1.  Extension  of  the  marketing  area 
and  merger  of  Orders  No.  37  and  No.  41. 

2.  Appropriate  terms  and  provisions 
of  a  consolidated  order  with  respect  to: 

(a)  The  distribution  of  returns  to  pro¬ 
ducers  on  a  marketwide  or  handler  pool 
basis; 

(b)  Milk  to  be  priced  and  pooled; 

(c)  Classification  and  allocation  of 
milk; 

(d)  The  determination  and  level  of 
class  prices  and  the  application  of  loca¬ 
tion  differentials; 

(e)  Method  of  payment  of  producers; 
and 


(f)  Administrative  and  miscellaneous 
provisions. 

3.  Discontinuance  of  the  “eligible- 
ineligible  quota  plan"  in  the  North 
Central  Ohio  Order  No.  37. 

4.  Whether  an  emergency  exists  with 
respect  to  issue  No.  3  which  warrants 
the  omission  of  a  recommended  decision 
and  the  opportunity  for  interested  parties 
to  file  exceptions  thereto  on  such  issue 
only  and  the  immediate  issuance  of  a 
final  decision. 

This  decision  covers  only  issues  3  and 
4,  with  respect  to  the  eli^ble-ineligible 
quota  plan  in  the  North  Central  Ohio 
order.  Other  issues  of  the  hearing  will 
be  considered  in  a  further  decision. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  coficlusions  on  the 
material  issues  are  based  on  evidence 
presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof: 

(3)  Discontinuance  of  the  eligible- 
ineligible  quota  plan.  The  eligible-in¬ 
eligible  quota  plan  for  paying  producers 
should  be  deleted  from  the  order.  Com¬ 
plementary  revisions  also  should  be  made 
to  provide  proper  mechanics  for  comput¬ 
ing  uniform  prices  for  the  months  when 
such  quota  no  longer  will  apply. 

.  Producers  propose  to  discontinue  the 
quota  plan.  In  proposing  its  deletion, 
they  concede  that  it  has  been  an  effective 
instrument  for  evening  production. 
They  state,  however,  that  now  that  pro¬ 
duction  varies  less  on  a  seasonal  basis, 
the  quota  plan  is  no  longer  necessary  and 
should  be  discontinued. 

Under  the  present  ssrstem  producers 
establish  eligible  milk  quotas  equal  to 
their  average  daily  deliveries  during  Sep¬ 
tember  through  November.  These  quo¬ 
tas  are  used  during  the  following  April 
through  June  to  calculate  prices  for  eli¬ 
gible  milk,  or  within-quota  producer  de¬ 
liveries,  and  prices  for  over-quota,  or  in¬ 
eligible,  deliveries.  In  the  first  step  of 
the  basic  procedure  for  calculating  such 
prices,  over-quota  milk  shipped  to  each 
plant  is  assigned  a  Class  n  value.  This 
value  is  then  subtracted  from  the  total 
value  of  the  handler’s  producer  milk  and 
the  remaining  value  is  assigned  to  eli¬ 
gible  milk.  Prices  for  ineligible  and  eli¬ 
gible  milk  are  then  determined  by  divid¬ 
ing  the  assigned  values  by  over-quota 
and  within-quota  deliveries  of  producer 
milk.  The  quota  systeir  affects  producer 
(uniform)  prices  only  and  has  no  effect 
on  handler  milk  costs. 

The  quota  plan  became  effective  in 

1957.  It  was  placed  in  the  order  at  that 
time  to  encourage  producers  to  produce 
more  evenly  throughout  the  year.  At 
the  time  of  its  introduction  production 
in  tile  spring  was  considerably  higher 
than  in  the  fall.  Deliveries  in  May  of 

1958,  for  example,  were  26  percent  above 
those  for  the  previous  November.  By 
1963  the  differences  between  spring  peaks 
and  fall  lows  in  production  had  narrowed 
significantly.  Marketings  in  May  1963 
exceeded  deliveries  for  September  1962 
by  only  11  percent.  (OflBcial  notice  is 
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taken  of  the  final  decision  incorporating 
the  quota  plan  issued  May  17,  1957  (22 
FH.  3567)  and  the  Market  Administra¬ 
tor’s  Monthly  Statistical  Summaries  for 
1956  through  1963.) 

Seasonal  changes  provided  in  the  Class 
I  price  formula  should  be  sufiBcient  to 
guide  production  patterns  now  that  more 
even  production  has  been  attained  by 
producers.  The  Class  I  price  provides 
higher  returns  for  those  producers  whose 
marketings  are  greatest  when  milk  is  in 
short  supply.  The  seasonally  varying 
Class  I  differentials  decline  45  cents  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiush  production  months  when 
less  milk  is  needed.  As  a  result,  pro¬ 
ducer  blend  prices  are  correspondingly 
lower  in  tihese  months.  A  blend  price 
increase  caused  by  the  45 -cent  rise  in  the 
Class  I  price  likewise  takes  place  in  the 
fall  to  encourage  needed  fall  production. 
Thus,  in  the  absence  of  quotas,  there 
would  be  little  incentive  for  producers  to 
resume  the  seasonal  production  patterns 
which  once  existed. 

Another  factor  present  to  assist  in 
maintaining  fairly  even  production  on  a 
year-round  basis  in  the  future  is  the 
widespread  adoption  of  farm  bulk  tanks. 
Milk  delivered  in  bulk  tanks  currently 
constitutes  over  90  percent  of  the  market 
supply.  Marketings  of  producers  with 
bi^  tanks  tend  to  be  more  even  than 
those  of  producers  of  can  milk. 

Discontinuance  of  the  quota  plan  also 
will  permit  easier  accommodation  of  new 
producers,  if  additional  supplies  are 
needed.  Cmrently,  the  plan  creates 
some  problem  in  this  respect  since  eligi¬ 
ble  milk  quotas  can  be  established  only  by 
those  producers  who  sell  to  pool  plants 
in  the  North  Central  Ohio  market  or  in 
another  Federal  order  market  during 
September  through  November.  All  milk 
from  producers  without  such  quotas  is 
designated  ineligible  milk  (generally 
valued  at  the  CHass  H  price)  during  April 
through  June.  New  producers  who  enter 
the  market  this  spring  consequently 
would  receive  a  price  for  all  their  milk 
which  would  be  about  80  cents  lower 
than  the  prices  other  producers  would 
receive  for  eligible  milk.  Deletion  of  the 
plan  would  eliminate  the  lower  prices 
for  new  producers  who  have  begun  ship¬ 
ping  milk  to  pool  plants  since  last  fall 
or  will  begin  shipments  in  the  future. 

Use  of  the  quotas  in  the  spring  of  1964 
also  would  create  special  difBculties  for 
certain  other  producers.  Producers  in 
the  counties  most  affected  by  last  fall’s 
drought  established  reduced  eligible  milk 
quotas  which  would  cover  a  less  than 
normal  percentage  of  their  production 
this  spring.  As  a  result  they  would  re¬ 
ceive  ineligible  prices  for  a  relatively 
large  share  of  their  milk.  Thus,  the 
quota  plan  would  have  unusually  heavy 
impact  on  those  regular  producers  hard¬ 
est  Wt  by  the  drought  last  fall. 

Without  the  quota  plan  it  will  be  pos¬ 
sible  for  producers  to  be  paid  at  all 
times  on  the  same  basis  as  farmers  sell¬ 
ing  to  nearby  markets  most  of  which 
are  under  other  Federal  orders.  This 
wUl  eliminate  dissatisfaction  over  price 
^erences  which  has  occurred  in  many 
^tances  when  producers  in  the  North 
Central  Ohio  market  were  paid  prices  for 
eligible  and  ineligible  milk  while  neigh¬ 


bors  shipping  to  regulated  handlers  in 
other  markets  received  uniform  prices 
directly  refiecting  the  handlers’  milk 
utilization. 

No  opposition  to  discontinuance  of  the 
quota  plan  was  expressed  at  the  hear¬ 
ing.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  it  should 
be  removed  from  the  order. 

(4)  Emergency  procedure.  The  omis¬ 
sion  of  a  recommended  decision,  to  ex¬ 
pedite  amendment  procedure,  is  not 
warranted  in  the  circumstances. 

At  the  hearing  proponent  requested 
that  emergency  action  be  taken  to  dis¬ 
continue  the  quota  plan  as  soon  as  pos¬ 
sible.  It  was  requested  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  issue  a  partial  decision  covering 
on^  the  quota  plan  before  considering 
other  issues,  and  that  he  omit  issuance  of 
a  recommended  decision  in  order  that 
any  order  amendment  may  be  expedited. 
As  an  alternative,  termination  was  re¬ 
quested  if  amendment  procedure  could 
not  be  completed  before  April  1,  1964 
when  the  producers  begin  to  be  paid  on 
quotas.  In  this  instance,  however,  nor¬ 
mal  amendment  procedure  is  expected  to 
accommodate  the  problem.  Omission  of 
the  recommended  decision  is  not  war¬ 
ranted  under  the  conditions  foimd. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  No  briefs  were  filed  on  b^alf 
of  interested  parties  on  the  issues  covered 
in  this  decision. 

General  findings.  ’The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  for^  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  Issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previously 
issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratified  and  affirmed, 
except  insofar  as  such  findings  and  de¬ 
terminations  may  be  in  confiict  with  the 
findings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and 
will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the 
respective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 
agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Recommended  marketing  agreement 
and  order  amending  the  order.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  order  amending  the  order  as 
amended  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  North  Central  Ohio  marketing 


area  is  recommended  as  the  detailed  and 
appropriate  means  by  which  the  fore¬ 
going  conclusions  may  be  carried  out. 
The  recommended  marketing  agreement 
is  not  included  in  this  decision  because 
the  regulatory  provisions  thereof  would 
be  the  same  as  those  contained  in  the 
order,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended. 

§§  1037.18,  1037.19  [Revoked] 

1.  Sections  1037.18  and  1037.19  are 
revoked. 

§  1037.22  [Amended] 

2.  In  paragraph  (i)  (2)  of  §  1037.22,  the 
word  “price (s)”  is  changed  to  “price” 
and  the  reference  “§  1037.62  and”  is  re¬ 
voked;  paragraph  (j)  of  §  1037.22  is  re¬ 
voked,  and  paragraphs  (k) ,  (1)  are 
redesignated  (j),  (k) ,  respectively. 

§  1037.30  [Amended] 

3.  In  paragraph  (a)  (1)  of  §  1037.30, 
the  comma  following  the  words  “Pro¬ 
ducer  milk”  is  changed  to  a  semi-colon 
and  the  text  “including  for  the  months 
of  April  through  June  the  pounds  of  eligi¬ 
ble  and  ineligible  milk;”  is  revoked. 

§  1037.60  [Amended] 

4.  In  paragraph  (e)  of  §  1037.60,  the 
reference  “or  §  1037.62(d)”  is  revoked. 

5.  In  §  1037.61  the  introductory  text 
to  paragraph  (a)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1037.61  Computation  of  uniform 
price. 

For  each  month,  the  market  adminis¬ 
trator  shall  compute  for  each  pool  plant 
a  “uniform  price”  per  himdredwelght,  on 
the  basis  of  3.5  percent  butterfat  content, 
for  producer  milk  received  at  such  pool 
plant  as  follows: 

«  «  «  *  * 

§  1037.62  [Revoked] 

6.  Section  1037.62  is  revoked. 

§  1037.63  [Amended] 

7.  In  paragraph  (b)  of  §  1037.63  the 
word  “price(s)”  is  changed  to  “price”, 
and  the  reference  “§§  1037.61  and 
1037.62”  is  changed  to  “§  1037.61”. 

§§1037.64,  1037.65  [Revoked] 

8.  Sections  1037.64,  1037.65  and  the 
center  head  “Determination  of  Eligible 
Milk  Quota”  are  revoked. 

§  1037.70  [Amended] 

9.  In  §  1037.70  the  phrase  “uniform 
price(s)  ”  is  changed  to  “uniform  price”. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
9, 1964. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 
Deputy  Administrator. 
Regulatory  Programs. 

[F.B.  Doc.  64-2424;  FUed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:50  am.] 

[  7  CFR  Part  1137  1 

MILK  IN  EASTERN  COLORADO 
MARKETING  AREA 

Notice  of  Proposed  Termination  of  a 
Provision  of  the  Order 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Aenricultural 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


Maiketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UJS.C.  601  et  seq.) ,  the  ter¬ 
mination  of  a  prorision  of  the  (urder 
regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
Eastern  Colorado  maiketing  area  is 
being  cmisidered. 

The  provision  propo^  to  be  termi¬ 
nated  is  a  phrase  i4H>earing  in  f  1137.46 
(a)  (2)  (i)  which  reads  “if  such  fluid 
milk  products  are  not  processed  and 
packaged  in  the  pool  plant  during  the 
month". 

This  action  has  been  requested  by  a 
major  cooperative  association  serving 
two  pool  plants,  each  of  which  is  regu¬ 
lated  under  separate  orders.  Such 
action  will  permit  these  two  plants  to 
exchange  milk  packaged  in  different 
types  of  containers  without  being  af¬ 
fected  adversdy. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ- 
tai  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  proposed  termination 
should  flle  the  same  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Room  112,  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington,  D.C.,  20250,  not 
later  than  five  dasrs  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  All  documents  filed  should 
be  in  quadruplicate. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
9,  1964. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs. 

[FJR.  Doc.  64-2425;  FUed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:50  aon.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[  10  CFR  Part  30  1 

LICENSING  OF  BYPRODUCT 
MATERIAL 

Interval  for  Testing  Devices  Possessed 
and  Used  Under  General  License, 
and  Reporting  of  Test  Results;  Ex¬ 
tension  of  Time  for  Public  Comment 

On  December  19, 1963,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (28 
FJt.  13842)  a  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  concerning  the  general  license 
authorizing  the  possession  and  use,  un¬ 
der  the  conditions  set  forth  in  S  30.21(c) 
of  10  CFR  Part  30,  of  certain  tjrpes  of 
measuring,  gauging  or  controlling  devices 
containing  byproduct  material.  The  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  10  CFR  Part  30 
would  permit,  under  certain  conditions, 
an  Interval  longer  than  the  present  six 
months  interval  for  leak  testing  and  test¬ 
ing  of  proper  operation  of  the  on-off 
mechanism  and  on-off  indicator  of  de¬ 
vices  possessed  under  the  general  license 
and  would  require  reports  of  transfers 
and  test  results. 

The  60  days  allowed  for  public  com¬ 
ment  on  the  proposed  amendment  ex¬ 
pired  on  February  17,  1964.  In  order 
to  permit  additional  opportunity  for  gen¬ 
eral  licensees  and  others  to  express  their 
views,  the  time  period  for  submission  to 
the  Secretary,  United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission.  Washington,  D.C., 
20545,  of  written  comments  and  sugges¬ 


tions  in  connection  with  the  proposed 
amendment  is  hOTdt)y  extended  until 
April  30, 1964.  Comments  received  after 
that  date  will  be  considered  if  it  is  prac- 
tieable  to  do  so,  but  assurance  of  con¬ 
sideration  cannot  be  given  except  as  to 
comments  filed  by  the  date  specified. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9Ui 
day  of  March  1964. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Woodford  B.  McCool, 
Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc.  64-2409;  Filed,  Mar.  11.  1964; 

8:48  am.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Parts  3,  4b,  18,  91  [New]  1 

[Notice  64-14;  Beg.  Docket  No.  1186] 

ALTIMETER  SYSTEM  REQUIREMENTS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  im- 
der  consideration  a  proposal  to  amend 
Parts  3,  4b,  and  18  of  the  Civil  Air  Reg¬ 
ulations,  and  Part  91  [New]  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations,  by:  (1)  Re¬ 
vising  the  currently  effective  design 
requirements  dealing  with  airplane  al¬ 
timeter  systems;  and  (2)  prescribing 
periodic  inspections  of  such  systems. 
Manufacturers  and  operators  of  civil  air¬ 
planes  may  be  affected  by  the  proposed 
amendments.  Also,  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  herein,  Draft  Release  No.  62-22 
(27  F.R.  4340;  April  27,  1962),  a  similar 
proposal  of  broader  scope,  is  b^ng  with¬ 
drawn. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
notice  or  docket  number  and  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Office  of  the  G^eral  Coun¬ 
sel:  Attention  Rules  Docket,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20553.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceive  on  or  before  May  11,  1964,  will  be 
considered  by  the  Administrator  before 
taking  action  on  the  proposed  rule.  The 
proposals  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  submitted  will 
be  available,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments,  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons. 

Currently  effective  regulations  con¬ 
cerning  altimeter  system  accuracy  are 
keyed  primarily  to  the  lower  altitudes 
and  airspeeds  associated  with  the  landing 
situation;  nevertheless,  the  prescribed 
accuracy  has  been  sufficient  for  pres¬ 
ently  established  traffic  separation  cri¬ 
teria  based  on  altitude.  The  Agency  is 
aware,  however,  that  the  accuracy  of  al- 
timet^  systems  is  adversely  affected  at 
higher  altitudes  and  at  higher  airspeeds, 
and  that  a  direct  relation  exists  between 
altimeter  accuracy  and  the  efficiency 
with  which  the  available  airspace  can  be 
utilized  by  aircraft  operating  at  these 
altitudes.  Further,  the  Agency  recog¬ 
nizes  the  contribution  that  improved 


altimeter  accuracy  would  make  with  re¬ 
spect  to  collision  avoidance  and  terrain 
clearance. 

To  deid  with  these  problems,  and  with 
related  problems,  the  Agency  published 
as  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  (27 
F Ji.  4340) ,  and  drculated  as  Draft  Re¬ 
lease  No.  62-22,  dated  April  27,  1962,  a 
proposal  to  amend  Parts  3, 4b,  6, 7, 40, 41, 
42,  43,  46,  47,  and  52  of  the  Civil  Air 
Regulations  by  prescribing  more  compre¬ 
hensive  requirements  for  the  design,  in¬ 
stallation.  and  use  of  altimeter  systems. 
The  preamble  of  this  notice  stated  that  a 
subsequent  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  would  be  issued,  or  other  rule  making 
steps  taken,  if  warranted  by  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  comments  received  or  by 
further  study  of  the  problem. 

In  Draft  Release  62-22,  it  was  proposed 
that  the  accuracy  of  the  altimeter  sys¬ 
tem  in  each  new  tsrpe  of  aircraft  be  de¬ 
termined  by  an  in-flight  calitoation  of  a 
specified  number  of  production  aircraft, 
and  that  this  calibration  be  conducted 
using  a  procedure  to  be  specified.  In 
addition,  recurrent  in-service  checks  of 
altimeter  system  performance  and  cer¬ 
tain  equiixnent  requirements  (some  con¬ 
tingent  upon  the  performance  level  of 
the  static  pressure  system)  were  pro¬ 
posed.  A  number  of  interested  persons, 
in  their  comments  on  Draft  Release  62- 
22.  raised  the  question  whether  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  proposed  standards  could 
be  established  with  certainty  and  wheth¬ 
er  currently  available  equipment  is  cap¬ 
able  of  attaining  the  proposed  levels  of 
accuracy.  After  evaluating  these  com¬ 
ments,  and  after  reappraising  the  cur¬ 
rent  situation  with  respect  to  calibra¬ 
tion  capability  (particulars^  where  re¬ 
current  altimeter  system  calibrations  are 
involved) ,  the  Agency  is  persuaded  that 
it  will  be  necessary  to  complete  work  now 
underway  on  the  development  of  stand¬ 
ard  methods  of  calibration  before  fur¬ 
ther  rule  making  action  can  be  taken  on 
those  proposals  which,  if  adopted,  would 
require  a  precise  det^mination  of  in¬ 
flight  altimeter  system  performance. 
The  Agency,  therefore,  considers  it  ap¬ 
propriate  to  defer  rule  making  action  on 
those  proposals,  which  constituted  the 
bulk  of  Draft  Release  62-22. 

The  decision  to  defer  action  on  the 
bulk  of  the  proposals  in  Draft  Release 
No.  62-22  has  resulted  in  a  shift  of 
emphasis  to  a  field  of  narrower  scope  and 
the  Agency  is,  therefore,  issuing  this  new 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  setting 
forth  narrower  proposals.  Accordingly, 
the  notice  published  in  27  FR.  4340,  and 
isued  as  Draft  Release  62-22  dated  April 
27,  1962,  is  hereby  withdrawn.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  advised,  however,  tlmt 
the  deferred  issues  remain  under  active 
consideration  as  part  of  the  Agency’s 
long-range  program  to  upgrade  altim¬ 
eter  system  performance.  Additional 
notices  of  proposed  rule  making  will  be 
circulated  if  necessary  to  attain  improved 
safety  and  efficiency  in  the  use  of  the 
airspace. 

Other  comments  on  Draft  Release  62- 
22  questioned  whether  its  proposals 
should  be  s^plied  to  rotorcraft  certifi¬ 
cated  under  the  provisions  of  Parts  6 
and  7  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations,  con¬ 
tending  that  rotorcraft  altimeter  sys- 
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need  not  be  as  precise  as  those  used 
in  airplanes  since  rotorcraft  operate  at 
relatively  low  altitudes.  The  Agency 
considers  this  point  valid,  particularly 
in  view  of  the  reduced  scape  of  the  rule 
maMng  action  now  being  considered. 
Accordingly,  this  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  applies  to  airplanes  only. 

The  proposals  which  remain  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  are  those  set  forth  in  sections 
3(a)(3).  3(a)(4),  and  5  of  Draft  Re¬ 
lease  62-22.  These  deal  witti  the  de¬ 
sign  of  static  pressure  systems  and  of 
devices  to  correct  static  pressure  errors 
automatically.  The  more  significant 
elements  of  these  proposals,  and  certain 
additimial  lu’oposals,  are  discussed  in  the 
paragraphs  which  follow. 

Recent  studies  indicate  that  consider¬ 
able  degradation  in  altimeter  system 
accuracy  occurs  in  service,  caused  pri¬ 
marily  by  leaking  static  pressure  sys¬ 
tems  and  by  faulty  altimeter  instruments 
that  have  deviated  from  their  original 
calibrations.  (See,  for  example,  the 
following  PAA  reports:  PAA  Project  No. 
307-16-SD,  “Altimeter  Systems  Survey”, 
August,  1963;  PAA  Project  No.  115— 22D, 
“Survey  of  Altimeter  Instrument  and 
Position  Error  for  CAR  3  Type  Aircraft”, 
October,  1962.)  The  Agency  considers 
that  these  problems  can  be  solved  by: 

(1)  Adopting  airworthiness  require¬ 
ments  to  insure  sound  design  of  static 
pressure  systems,  which  are  less  likely 
to  develop  leaks  (proposed  §§  3.665  and 
4b.612(b) ) ;  (2)  requiring  periodic  checks 
for  static  pressme  S3rtem  leakage  (pro¬ 
posed  S  91.170(a)  (New) ) ;  and  (3)  re¬ 
quiring  a  periodic  check  of  altimeter 
instrument  accuracy  (proposed  §§  18.31 
and  91.170(b)  (New) ) .  To  that  end,  ap¬ 
propriate  amendments  to  §§  3.665,  4b.612 
(b) ,  and  a-  new  §  18.31  and  5  91.170 
(New) ,  are  being  proposed.  The  stand¬ 
ard  for  altimeter  accuracy  set  forth  in 
proposed  S  18.31  is  derived  from  certain 
provisions  in  Technical  Standard  Order 
TSO-ClOb.  It  should  be  noted,  however, 
that  this  proposal  would  not  require  op¬ 
erators  to  purchase  altimeter  instru¬ 
ments  manufactured  under  TSO-ClOb  as 
a  condition  for  operation  imder  IFR,  but 
only  that  their  altimeter  instruments 
meet  the  accuracy  standards  of  that 
TSO. 

The  trapping  of  condensed  moisture  at 
low  points  in  static  pressure  lines  can 
render  the  alt(tude  reading  inaccurate. 
To  prevent  this,  it  is  necessary  that  the 
lines  be  kept  water-free  by  suitable 
means.  In  Draft  Release  62-22  (section 
5(a)  (2) ) ,  it  was  proposed  to  require  posi¬ 
tive  free  drainage,  interested  persons 
pointed  out,  however,  that  this  proposal 
would  preclude  the  use  of  drain  traps, 
which  the  Agency  considers  satisfactory 
for  the  purpose.  For  this  reason,  the 
word  “free”  is  being  deleted  and  it  is  now 
proposed  to  amend  §§  3.665  and  4b.612 
(b)  by  requiring  a  “positive  drain”  in  the 
static  pressure  lines. 

The  accumulation  of  ice  can  sharply 
degrade  the  performance  of  static  pres¬ 
sure  systems.  Since  means  are  cinrently 
available  to  protect  against  the  adverse 
effects  of  ice,  it  is  being  proposed  to 
amend  §§  3.665  and4b.612(b)  by  requir- 
big  satisfactory  static  system  perform¬ 


ance  when  the  airplane  is  exposed  to 
icing  conditions. 

It  was  proposed  in  Draft  Release  62-22 
to  require  automatie  correction  devices 
for  operations  above  29,000  feet  if  basic 
altimeter  system  errors  exceeded  stipu¬ 
lated  tolerances.  As  previously  explain¬ 
ed,  this  proposal,  among  others,  is  being 
deferred  pending  resolution  of  the  cali¬ 
bration  methods  issue.  However,  such 
automatic  correction  devices  are  cur¬ 
rently  in  use  on  many  transport  cate¬ 
gory  airplanes  and  the  Agency  considers 
that  a  hazardous  condition  may  devedop 
should  these  devices  malfunction  or  fail. 
Accordingly,  it  is  being  proposed  to 
amend  §  4b.612(b)  by  adding  require¬ 
ments  for  alternate  or  by-pass  altimeter 
systems,  and  for  failure  warning  indica¬ 
tors.  similar  to  those  proposed  In  Draft 
Release  62-22,  sections  3(a)  (3)  and 
3(a) (4). 

This  proposal  is  subject  to  the  PAA 
Recodification  Program  announced  in 
Draft  Release  61-25  (26  FJl.  10698). 
The  final  rule,  if  adopted,  may  be  in  a 
recodified  form;  however,  the  recodifica¬ 
tion  itself  will  not  alter  the  substantive 
rules  proposed  herein. 

Draft  Release  No.  62-22  is  being  with¬ 
drawn  under  the  authority  of  Sections 
313(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (72  Stat.  752;  49  U.S.C.  1354).  The 
amendments  to  Parts  3,  4b,  and  18  of 
the  Civil  Air  Regulations,  and  Part  91 
(New)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  are  proposed  under  the  authority 
of  Sections  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (72  Stat. 
752,  775,  776;  49  U.S.C.  1354,  1421,  1422). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (27  FJl.  4340) 
and  circulated  as  Draft  Release  No.  62- 
22.  dated  April  27, 1962,  entitled  “Altim¬ 
eter  Systems  Requirements”,  is  hereby 
withdrawn,  and  it  is  proposed  to  amend 
Parts  3,  4b,  and  18  of  the  Civil  Air  Regu¬ 
lations,  and  Part  91  (New)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  as  follows: 

1.  By  amending  §  3.665  of  Part  3  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  3.665  Static  pressure  system. 

(a)  All  instruments  provided  with 
static  air  case  connections  shaU  be  so 
vented  that  the  infiuence  of  cdrplane 
speed,  th6  opening  and  closing  of  win¬ 
dows,  airfiow  variation,  moisture,  or 
other  foreign  matter  will  not  seriously 
affect  their  accuracy. 

(b)  If  a  static  pressure  ^stem  is 
necessary  for  the  functioning  of  instru¬ 
ments,  systems,  or  devices,  it  shall  com¬ 
ply  with  the  provisions  of  subparagraphs 

(1)  through  (3)  of  this  paragraph. 

(1)  The  design  and  installation  of 
static  pressure  system  shall  be  such 
that: 

(1)  Positive  drainage  of  moisture  is 
provided; 

(ii)  Chafing  of  the  tubing,  and  exces¬ 
sive  distortion  or  restriction  at  bends  in 
the  tubing,  is  avoided;  and 

(ill)  The  materials  used  are  durable, 
suitable  for  the  purpose  Intended,  and 
protected  against  corrosion. 

(2)  A  proof  test  shall  be  conducted  to 
demonstrate  the  Integrity  of  the  static 
pressure  system  under  pneumatic  pres¬ 


sure.  The  proof  test  shaU  be  performed 
by  evacuating  the  static  pressure  system 
(with  the  associated  instruments  dis¬ 
connected,  if  necessary,  and  with  the 
open  ends  plugged)  until  the  pressure 
differential  corresponds  to  that  which 
would  exist  at  the  maximum  altitude  for 
which  the  airplane  is  type  certificated, 
and  by  demonstrating  that  this  pressure 
differential  is  maintained,  without  addi¬ 
tional  piunping,  for  a  period  of  one 
minute. 

(3)  If  a  static  pressure  system  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  any  instrument,  device,  or  sys¬ 
tem  required  by  the  operating  rules  of 
this  chapter,  the  static  pressure  vent(s) 
shall  be  designed  or  located  in  such  man¬ 
ner  that  the  correlation  between  air 
pressure  in  the  static  pressure  system 
and  true  ambient  atmospheric  static 
pressure  is  not  altered  when  the  aircraft 
encounters  ictog  conditions.  Anti-icing 
means  may  be  used  in  showing  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  requirement. 

2.  By  amending.  §  4b.612(b)  of  Part  4b 
by  revising  subparagraphs  (2)  and  (3), 
and  by  adding  a  new  subparagraph  (6) , 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  4b.612  Flight  and  Navigational  Instru¬ 
ments. 

*  *  •  •  •  . 

(b)  Static  air  vent  and  pressure  altim¬ 
eter  systems. 

***** 

(2)  The  vent(s)  shall  be  designed  and 
located  in  such  manner  that  the  static 
pressure  system  performance  is  least  af¬ 
fected  by  airfiow  variation,  or  by  mois¬ 
ture  or  other  foreign  matter,  and  that  the 
correlation  between  air  pressure  in  the 
static  pressure  system  and  true  ambient 
atmospheric  static  pressure  is  not  altered 
when  the  airplane  is  exposed  to  the  con¬ 
tinuous  and  intermittent  maximum  icing 
conditions  defined  in  §  4b.l. 

(3)  The  design  and  installation  of  the 
static  pressure  system  shall  be  such  that: 

(i)  Positive  drainage  of  moisture  is 

provided;  chafing  of  the  tubing,  and  ex¬ 
cessive  distortion  or  restriction  at  bends 
in  the  tubing,  is  avoided;  and  the  mate¬ 
rials  used  are  durable,  suitable  for  the 
purpose  intended,  and  protected  against 
corrosion.  • 

(ii)  It  is  airtight  except  for  the  vent 
into  the  atmosphere.  A  proof  test  shall 
be  conducted  to  demonstrate  the  in¬ 
tegrity  of  the  static  pressure  system.  The 
proof  test  shall  be  performed  by  evacuat¬ 
ing  the  static  pressure  system  (with  the 
associated  instruments  disconnected,  if 
necessary,  and  with  the  open  ends 
plugged)  tmtil  a  pressure  of  5.538  inches 
of  mercury  is  established,  and  by  demon¬ 
strating  that  this  pressure  is  maintained, 
without  additional  pumping,  for  a  period 
of  one  minute. 

***** 

(6)  If  an  altimeter  system  is  fitted 
with  a  device  which  provides  corrections 
to  the  altimeter  indication,  the  device 
shall  be  designed  and  installed  in  such 
manner  that  it  can  be  by-passed  when 
it  malfunctions,  unless  an  alternate  al¬ 
timeter  system  is  provided.  Each  such 
correction  device  shall  be  fitted  with  a 
means  for  indicating  the  occurrence  of 
reasonably  probable  malfunctions,  in- 
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eluding  power  failure,  to  the  flight  crew. 
The  indicating  means  shall  be  effective 
for  any  cockpit  lighting  condition  lik^ 
to  occur. 

3.  By  adding  a  new  §  18.31  to  Part  18 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  18.31  Altimeter  tests. 

The  altimeter  tests  required  by  S  91.170 
(b)  of  this  chi^ter  shall  be  accomplished 
in  accordance  with  paragraphs  (a) 
through  (g)  of  this  section.  Each  test 
shall  be  conducted  at  an  atmospheric 
pressiue  of  29.92  inches  of  mercury  and 
at  an  ambient  temperature  of  25  degrees 
centigrade. 

(a)  Scale  error.  For  a  period  of  not 
less  than  12  hours  prior  to  this  test,  the 
altimeter  shall  not  have  been  operated 
at  a  pressure  other  than  approximately 
29.92  Inches  of  mercury.  The  baro¬ 
metric  pressure  scale  shall  be  set  at  29.92 
inches  of  mercury  and  the  scale  error 
recorded.  Without  changing  the  set¬ 
ting,  the  altimeter  shall  be  subjected 
successively  to  the  pressures  specified  in 
Table  I.  The  reduction  in  pressure  shsdl 
be  made  at  a  rate  not  in  excess  of  20,000 
feet  per  minute  to  within  approximately 
2,000  feet  of  the  test  point.  The  test 
point  shall  be  approached  at  a  rate  c(«i- 
patible  with  the  test  equipment.  The 
altimeter  shall  be  kept  at  the  pressure 
corresponding  to  each  test  point  for  at 
least  one  minute,  but  not  more  than  ten 
minutes,  before  a  reading  is  taken.  The 
error  at  all  test  points  shall  not  exceed 
the  tolerances  specified  in  Table  I. 

(b)  Hysteresis.  The  hysteresis  test 
shall  begin  not  more  than  15  minutes 
after  the  altimeter’s  initial  exposure 
(during  the  scale  error  test  prescribed  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section)  to  the 
pressure  corresponding  to  the  upper 
limit  of  the  scale,  while  the  altimeter  is 
still  at  this  pressure.  Pressure  shall  be 
increased  at  a  rate  simulating  a  descent 
in  altitude  at  approximately  (but  not  ex¬ 
ceeding)  20,000  feet  per  minute  until 


than  the  tolerance  specified  in  Table  11 
from  the  reading  of  the  altimeter  for  the 
corresponding  altitude  recorded  during 
the  scale  error  test  prescribed  in  para- 
gaph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(c)  After  effect.  Not  more  than  5 
minutes  after  the  completion  of  the 
hysteresis  test  prescribed  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  the  reading  of  the 
altimeter  (corrected  for  any  change  in 
atmospheric  pressure)  shall  not  differ 
from  the  original  atmospheric  pressure 
reading  by  more  than  the  tolerance  speci¬ 
fied  in  Table  n. 

(d)  Friction.  The  altimeter  shall  be 
subjected  to  a  steady  rate  of  decrease 
of  pressure  approximating  750  feet  per 
minute.  At  each  altitude  listed  in  Table 
m,  the  change  in  reading  of  the  point¬ 
ers  resulting  from  a  light  tapping 
on  the  altimeter  shall  not  exceed  the 
corresponding  tolerance  listed  in  Table 

m. 

(e)  Case  leak.  The  leakage  of  the 
altimeter  case,  when  the  pressure  within 
it  corresponds  to  an  altitude  of  18,000 
feet,  shall  not  change  the  altimeter  read¬ 
ing  by  more  than  the  tolerance  shown 
in  Table  n  during  an  interval  of  one 
minute. 

(f)  Position  error.  With  atmospheric 
pressure  applied  to  the  altimeter,  the 
difference  between  title  reading  of  the  al¬ 
timeter  in  its  normal  operating  position 
and  the  reading  when  it  is  in  any  other 
position  shall  not  exceed  the  tolerance 
specified  in  Table  n. 

(g)  Barometric  scale  error.  At  con¬ 
stant  atmospheric  pressure,  the  baromet¬ 
ric  pressiu^  scale  shall  be  set  at  each  of 
the  pressures  (falling  within  its  range 
of  a^ustment)  that  are  listed  in  Table 
IV,  in  the  order  listed  in  that  table,  and 
the  altimeter  reading  for  each  setting 
recorded.  The  difference  between  suc¬ 
cessive  altimeter  readings  shall  not  dif¬ 
fer  from  500  feet  by  more  than  25  feet. 

Table  I 

ALTITUDE  vs  PRESSURE 


within  3,000  feet  of  the  first  test  point 
(25,000  feet) .  The  test  point  shall  th^ 
be  approached  at  a  rate  of  approximately 
3,000  feet  per  minute.  Within  10  seconds 
idter  the  pressure  has  been  stabilized  at 
the  test  point,  the  altimeter  indication 
shall  be  within  100  feet  of  the  reading, 
at  this  test  point,  recorded  during  the 
scale  error  test  prescribed  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section.  The  altimeter  shall 
be  kept  at  this  pressure  for  at  least  5  min¬ 
utes.  but  not  more  than  15  minutes,  be¬ 
fore  the  test  reading  is  taken.  After  the 
reading  has  been  taken,  the  pressure 
shall  be  increased  further,  in  the  same 
manner  as  before,  until  the  pressure  cor¬ 
responding  to  the  second  test  point 
(20,000  feet)  is  reached.  The  altimeter 
shall  be  kept  at  this  pressure  for  at  least 
one  minute,  but  not  more  than  10  min¬ 
utes.  before  the  test  reading  is  taken. 
After  the  reading  has  been  taken,  the 
pressure  shall  be  increased  further,  in 
the  same  manner  as  before,  imtil  at¬ 
mospheric  pressure  is  reached.  The 
reading  of  the  altimeter  at  either  of  the 
two  test  points  shall  not  differ  by  more 


Toler- 


Altitude 

Equiealent  pressure 

once 

(feet) 

(inekes  of  mercury) 

(feet) 

—1,000 . 

.  _  _  Rl.0lWi _ 

—  ±30 

0.. . 

.  29.0213 . 

20 

600 . 

.  29.3846 . 

20 

1,000 . 

— 28.8567 . 

20 

i,finn 

.  2RJB4.5  . 

25 

2i000 . 

_  27.8210.  __ 

30 

3)000 . 

.  36.8167 . 

30 

4,000 _ 

25.8418 . 

35 

6)000 . 

.  23.9782 . 

40 

8,000 . 

.  22.2249 . 

60 

10,000.  . 

.  20.6760 

80 

12)000 _ 

19.0293 . 

90 

14)000 . . 

_  17.6773... 

100 

16)000 _ 

16.2164 . 

no 

u»)ooo__._ 

14.9421 . 

120 

20)000 _ 

_  18.7601 ...  _ 

130 

22)000 _ 

_  12.6363 _ 

140 

36)000 

_  11.1036  . 

155 

30'/)00 . 

.  8.8864 . 

180 

BR,000.  _ 

_  7.0406 _ 

205 

40)000 . 

.  5.6380 . 

230 

46)000 _ 

.  4.3660 . 

255 

80,000 . 

.  3.4247 . 

280 

Table  m 

FRICTION 

Altitude  (feet) 

1,000 . . 

2/)00 . 

SJXO . 

6,000....: . 

10,000 . 

16,000 . 

»,000 . . . 

26,000 . 

30,000 . 

36,000 . 

40,000 . 

60,000 . 


Toler- 

once 

(feet) 

±70 

70 

70 

70 

80 

90 

100 

120 

140 

160 

180 

250 
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ALTITUDE-PRESSURE 


Altitude  (feet) 


Pressure 

(inches  of  mercuri/) 


-1,000. 

-600... 

0 . 

600 - 

1,000... 

1,600.... 

2,000..., 

2,800.... 

3,000.... 

3.600- ... 
4,000-.. 

4.600.. . 

8,000— 

8.600.. . 
6,000... 
6,600... 
7,000... 

7.500.. . 

8,000... 

8.800.. . 
9,000— 

9.500- 

10,000.. 

10.600- 
11,000- 
11,600- 
12,000- 
12,600.. 
13,000.. 

13.800.. 
14,000- 

14.600.. 
16,000- 

16.500- 
16,000- 
16,600- 
17/100- 

17.500- 
18,000- 

18.500- 
19,000.. 

19.600.. 

20,000.. 

20.600.. 
21,000.. 
21,600.. 
22,000.. 
22,600.. 
23,000.. 

23.600.. 
24,000.. 

24.600.. 
26,000.. 

26.600.. 
26,000.. 
26,600.. 
27,000- 
27,600- 
28,000. 
28,600. 
29,000. 

29.600. 
30,000. 

30.600. 
31,000. 

31.600. 
32,000. 

32.600. 
33,000. 

33.600. 
34,000. 

34.600. 
35,000. 
35,332. 

35.600. 
36/100. 

36.600. 
37,000. 

37.600. 
38,000. 

38.600. 
39,000. 

39.600. 
40,000. 

40.600. 
41,000. 

41.600. 


31.02 
30.  47 
29.921 

29.38 
28.86 
28.33 
27.82 

27.31 
26. 81 

26.32 

25.84 

25.36 

24.89 
24.43 

23.98 

23.53 
23.09 

22.65 
22.22 
21.80 

21.38 

20.98 

20.58 
20.18 
19.79 
19.40 
19.03 

18.65 
18.29 

17.93 
17.57 
17.22 
16.88 

16.54 
16.21 

15.89 
15.56 
15.25 

14.94 

14.63 

14.33 
14.04 
13.75 
13.46 
13. 18 

12.90 

12.63 

12.36 
12. 10 

11.84 

11.59 

11.34 
11. 10 
10.86 
10.62 

10.39 
10.16 
9.94 

.  9.72 
9.50 
.  9.29 
9.08 
.  8.88 
.  8.68 
8.48 
,  8.29 
8. 10 
.  7.91 
7.  73 
.  7.5.5 
.  7.3S 
.  7.20 
.  7.04 
.  6.93 
.  6.87 
.  6.71 
.  6.55 
.  6.39 
.  6.24 
.  6.10 
.  5.95 
.  5.81 
.  .5.68 
.  5.54 
.  5.41 
.  5.28 
5.16 
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UA  XUVlUCllbB  IM.  UltSCBblUXX  XUMJ  UUC  T  1  A.  /*CD  D  AtVT  1 

fines  of  birds  during  takeoff  and  in  ‘  * 

COSMETIC  OR  TOILET  PREPARATIONS 

&ci6Xit  to  Bctuftte  tno  ftiitoiofttiicriiiE^  m/^t  iaf i i/m  i  v  **  ami ic a^ti idc^  im 

tem  of  one  or  more  of  the  engines.  ” 

order  to  correct  this  condition,  this  A  FOREIGN  COUNTRY 

•  requires  eittier  permanent  deactiva-  .•  n  x  ai  ^  _ 

a  of  autofeathering  or  incorporation  Deceptive  Use  of  Names  or  Depictions 

s  time  delay  feature  in  the  autofeath-  Suggesting  Foreign  Origin 

ng  system.  ,4.  .  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 

nterested  person  are  invJ^ted  to  par-  ^rade  Commission,  pursuant  to  the  Ped- 
ipate  in  the  making  of  the  pro^^d  ^rade  Commission  Act.  as  amended, 
e  by  submitting  such  written  data,  jg  ^.s.C.  41.  et  seq..  and  the  provisions 
ws,  or  argumento  as  they  may  desire,  Subpart  F  of  the  Commission’s 

tnmu^c^ons  procedures  and  rules  of  practice,  38  F Jt. 

.tory  docket  number  and  be  subletted  7033-84  (July  11.  1963),  has  initiated  a 
dupli^te  to  the  ^deral  Aviation  proceeding  for  the  promulgation  of  a 
ency.  Office  of^e  ^eral  (Junsel:  ^r^^  Regulation  rule  regarding  the  de- 
iention  R^es  Docket.  800  Independ-  ^ive  use  of  foreign  origin  denoting 
le  Ave.  SW..  Washington  D  C.,  20553.  ^^rds,  terminology  or  depictions  to  de- 
co*^Vf^fatioM  rece  ved  on  or  cosmetic  and  toUet  -preparations 

^  not  wholly  made  in  a  foreign  country. 

Hi  by  the  Adj^trator  before  ta^g  ^he  Commission  has  initiated  this  pro- 
;ion  upon  the  proposed  nUe.  The  having  reason  to  believe  that: 

)p^als  contain^  in  Uiis  notice  may  Marketers  of  cosmetic  and  toilet 

preparations  made  in  the  United  States 
commits  will  be  avail-  have  used  words,  terms  and  depictions 
le,  both  before  and  ^ter  the  cluing  suggestive  of  foreign  origin  as  descriptive 
te  for  con^ente,  in  toe  Docket  pj  g^^h  products;  (b)  toe  unqualified  use 
examination  by  toterested  persons,  pj  jp^pig^  denoting  words,  terms  and  de- 

pictions  on  labels  or  packages  and  in 
A  advertising,  as  descriptive  of  domestic- 

fa  (72  ulc  made  cosmetics  or  toilet  prepara- 

tions  has  the  capacity  and  tendency  to 
>4 (a).  1421, 14^).  (1)  mislead  and  deceive  purchasers  into 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  believing  that  such  cosmetics  and  toilet 
proved  toame^  §  507.10(a)  of  preparations  were  wholly  made  in  a 
CFR  ’  by  adding  foreign  country  and  (2)  divert  business 

5  following  airworthiness  directive:  f^^  competitors  who  do  not  unquali- 

cKHEED.  Applies  to  all  L-188  Series  air-  fiedly  use  such  words,  terms  and  depic- 
craft  equipped  with  propeller  auto-  tions  to  describe  domestically  made  cos- 
feathering.  metics  or  toilet  preparations;  and  that, 

3onipllan^  req^ed  Within  4,000  hours’  therefore,  (c)  this  practice,  when  subject 

S^®aSeTdy^a^m%'ihed^"^  °  ^o  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 
\utofeathering  of  a  propeller  as  a  result  constitutes  an  unfair  method  of  competi- 
a  momentarl  powef  Interruption  from  tion  and/or  an  unfair  or  deceptive  act 
d  ingestion  creates  an  unnecessary  flight  or  practice  in  violation  of  sections  5  and 
zard,  piarticulariy  during  takeoff  and  when  12  of  the  Federal  Ttade  Commission  Act. 
we'than  one  engine  is  affected.  To  pre-  -  Accordlr^ly,  the  Commission  there¬ 
at  premature  and  xmnecessary  propeller  fo^e  proposes  the  following  Trade 
W  Regulation  Rule: 

(a)  Positively  deactivate  the  propeller  §  407.1  'The  rule, 
tofeathering  system  mechanically  or  elec-  ° 

cally  and  operate  the  airplane  in  accord-  In  the  sale  or  offering  for  sale  of  cos- 
ce  with  the  limitations  and  performance  metic  or  toilet  preparation  products  not 
formation  appropriate  to  manual -pr^  wholly  made  in  a  foreign  country,  subject 
anu^^^or”^*^^  ^  Airplane  Plight  jurisdictional  requirements  of  sec- 

(b)  Incorporate  an  PAA  approved  time  5  and  12  of  the  Federal  Trade 

lay  system  In  tlie  autofeathering  system  Commission  Act,  it  is  an  unfair  method 
lich  will  delay  autofeathering  for  a  suf-  of  competition  and/or  an  unfair  or  de- 
ient  interval  of  time  (approximately  3  ceptive  act  or  practice  to: 

tjonds)  to  permit  the  engine  to  recover  (a)  Represent  in  any  manner  that 

iwer  following  a  putial  power  deterlora-  g^jb  products  are  made  in  a  foreign 

>n.  Such  a  time  delay  system  shall  be.  ponntrv  nr 

proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  ....  „  r  ,  j  4. 

Miutacturlng  Branch,  Western  <*»  any  foreign  word,  tem  or 

»gion.  phrase,  or  any  depiction  or  other  device 

or  word  indicative  of  foreign  origin  in 
Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  any  trade,  brand,  or  product  name,  or 
1964.  otherwise,  unless  clear  and  conspicuous 

W.  Lloyd  Lane,  disclosure  is  made  in  close  connection 

Acting  Director,  and  conjunction  therewith  of  the  fact 
Flight  Standards  Service.  that  such  products  were  made,  com¬ 
mit.  Doc.  64-2385;  Piled,  Mar.  11,  1964;  pounded,  mixed,  blended,  or  diluted,  as 
8:45  am.]  the  case  may  be,  in  toe  United  States. 


49,500. 

50,000. 

4.  By  adding  a  new  §  91.170  to  Part  91 
[New]  to  read  as  follows: 

§  91.170  Altimeter  system  inspections. 

Except  for  airplanes,  operated  under 
the  provisions  of  Part  — ,  — ,  or  —  of  this 
chapter  (present  Part  40,  41,  or  42) ,  in 
which  the  altimeter  system  is  maintained, 
checked,  and  inspected  in  accordance 
with  a  procedure,  acceptable  to  toe  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  that  is  set  forth  in  toe 
Manual  prescribed  by  that  Part: 

(a)  No  person  may  operate  an  air¬ 
plane  after  January  1, 1965,  unless,  with¬ 
in  the  preceding  24  calendar  months, 
each  static  pressure  system  has  been  in¬ 
spected  during  a  periodic  inspection,  to 
Insure  that — 

(1)  The  static  pressure  system  is  free 
from  leaks,  entrapped  moisture,  and  re¬ 
strictions; 

(2)  The  static  air  vent  heater,  if  in¬ 
stalled,  is  operative;  and 

(3)  No  alterations  or  deformations  of 
the  airframe  surface  have  been  made 
that  would  affect  toe  realtionship  be¬ 
tween  air  pressure  in  toe  static  pressure 
system  and  true  ambient  static  air  pres¬ 
sure.  for  any  fiight  conditions. 

(b)  No  person  may  operate  an  air¬ 
plane  under  IFR  after  January  1,  1965, 
unless,  within  toe  preceding  24  calendar 
months,  each  altimeter  instrument  has 
been  tested  by  a  certificated  repair  sta¬ 
tion  with  a  Class  I  instrument  rating  in 
accordance  with  toe  procedures  set  forth 
in  Part  18,  and  has  been  found  to  operate 
within  the  error  tolerances  specified 
therein. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
3,  1964. 

W.  Lloyd  Lane, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-2333;  Piled,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:45  am.] 


[14  CFR  Part  507  ] 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  4037] 

LOCKHEED  MODEL  L-188  SERIES 
AIRCRAFT 

Proposed  Airworthiness  Directives 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has 
^der  consideration  a  proposal  to  amend 
Part  507  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad- 
Runistrator  to  include  an  airwortoiness 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


Examples  of  disclosure  required  by 
this  section  are: 

Example  No.  1.  When  a  package,  box  cx 
bottle  used  In  the  sale  of  any  such  product 
has  a  distinct  front  face,  on  which  termi¬ 
nology  or  depictions  Indicating  foreign  ori¬ 
gin  appear,  the  disclosure  of  the  country  In 
which  the  product  was  compounded,  mixed, 
blended  or  diluted  must  be  placed  clearly 
and  conspicuously  on  such  front  face  of  the 
package,  the  box  and  the  bottle.  When  such 
disclosure  has  been  made,  It  will  not  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  repeat  the  disclosure  although  ter¬ 
minology  or  depictions  Indicating  fcnrelgn 
origin  may  also  appear  on  other  parts  of  said 
package,  box  ox  bottle.  Nothing  herein 
shall  permit  any  representation  prohibited 
by  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

Example  No.  2.  When  such  package,  box 
or  bottle  does  not  have  a  distinct  front  face, 
or  such  a  face  upon  which  no  terminology 
or  depictions  indicating  foreign  origin  ap¬ 
pear,.  the  required  disclosure  must  be  placed 
clearly  and  conspicuously  on  the  package, 
the  box,  and  the  bottle.  In  close  connection 
and  conjunction  with  any  such  terminology 
or  depiction  wherever  used. 

Example  No.  3.  When  such  terminology 
or  depiction  indicating  foreign  origin  Is  \ised 
In  advertising  (Including,  but  not  limited  to, 
television,  radio,  newspapers,  periodicals, 
circulars.  Invoices,  price  lists,  letterheculs, 
display  and  sampler  bottles,  display  cards 
and  display  packages)  to  describe  such  prod¬ 
ucts,  the  required  disclosure  shall  be  clearly 
revealed. 

All  interested  persons  are  hereby  noti¬ 
fied  that  they  may  file  written  data, 
views  or  argument  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  with  the  Chief,  Division  of 


Trade  Regulation  Rules,  Bureau  of  In¬ 
dustry  Guidance,  F^eral  Trade  Com¬ 
mission,  l^xth  Street  at  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20580, 
not  later  than  May  7, 1964.  Suchwrlttoi 
data,  views  or  argument  should  be  filed 
in  duplicate. 

All  interested  parties  are  also  hereby 
given  notice  of  opportunity  to  present 
data,  views  or  argument  orally  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  rule  at  a  hearing 
to  be  held  at  10  a.m.  on  April  22,  1964 
in  Room  532,  Federal  Trade  Commission' 
Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  data,  views  or  argument  present¬ 
ed  orally  or  in  writing  relating  to  the 
proposed  rule  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  interested  parties  at  the 
office  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  Such  data,  views  and 
argiunent,  together  with  the  cu:tion  of 
the  Commission  and  the  decisions  of  the 
courts  in  matters  which  may  have  some 
bearing  on  the  proposed  rule,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Commission  in  this 
proceedii^. 

All  persons,  firms,  corporations  or 
others,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission,  engaged  in  the  sale  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  cosmetic  or  toilet  prepara¬ 
tion  products  would  be  subject  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  any  trade  regulation  rule 
promulgated  in  the  course  of  this 
proceeding. 

Where  a  trade  regulation  rule  is  rele¬ 
vant  to  any  issue  involved  in  any  adjudi¬ 
cative  proceeding  thereafter  instituted. 


the  Commission  may  rely  upon  such  rule 
to  resolve  such  issue  provided  that  the 
respondent  shall  have  been  given  a  fair 
hearing  on  the  legality  and  propriety  of 
apphring  the  rule  to  the  particular  case. 

Trade  regulation  rules  express  the  ex¬ 
perience  and  judgment  of  tiie  Commis¬ 
sion,  based  on  facts  of  which  it  has 
knowledge  derived  from  studies,  reports, 
investigations,  hearings,  and  other  pro¬ 
ceedings,  or  within  official  notice,  con¬ 
cerning  the  substantive  requirements  of 
the  statutes  which  it  administers. 

Complaints  alleging  that  industry 
members  are  presently  engaged  in  prac¬ 
tices  violative  of  the  proposed  rule  indi¬ 
cate  that  such  practices  are  widespread 
in  the  industry.  This  proceeding  is  de¬ 
signed  to  inform  all  industry  members 
of  their  obligation  under  the  law  and 
assure  equitable  treatment  in  comply¬ 
ing  with  the  law.  ^ 

Manufacturers  and  distributors  of  cos¬ 
metic  and  toilet  preparation  products 
and  other  interested  parties  are  urged  to 
submit  their  views  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  and  propose  any  amendments 
thereof  and  give  a  full  statement  in 
connection  therewith. 

Issued:  March  11, 1964. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2355;  Filed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:45  a.m.] 


Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[TJ>.  66126] 

MINITANKS  FROM  AUSTRIA 

Import  Restriction 

Upon  evidence  presented  to  me,  I  find 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  12.42  of 
the  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  12.42) , 
promulgated  in  accordance  with  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  section  307,  Tariff 
Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C.  1307),  that  con¬ 
vict  labor  in  the  Austrian  prisons  at  Salz¬ 
burg  and  Qarsten,  Austria,  was  used 
wholly  or  in  part  in  the  manufacture  of 
Minitanks,  model  numbers  106,  107,  108, 
109.  no.  Ill,  112;  118,  119,  120,  121;  135, 
136,  137,  138,  139,  140;  164,  165,  and  166 
which  were  exported  to  the  United  States 
prior  to  October  2,  1963,  by  the  firm 
Heinz  Roessler,  Salzburg,  Austria. 

Minitanks  are  small  plastic  tanks  and 
vehicles  used  in  conjunction  with  H.O. 
gauge  model  railroad  cars. 

Accordingly,  on  and  after  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  finding  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  collectors  of  customs  shall 
prohibit,  under  the  provisions  of  section 
307,  Tsudff  Act  of  1930,  the  importation 
of  the  above-identified  merchandise  ex¬ 
ported  to  the  United  States  prior  to  Oc¬ 
tober  2, 1963,  by  the  firm  Heinz  Roessler, 
Salzburg,  Austria,  unless  the  importer 
establishes  by  satisfactory  evidence,  as 
provided  for  in  §  12.43  of  the  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  12.43),  that  the 
merchandise  was  not  manufactured 
wholly  or  in  part  by  convict  Isibor. 

The  Bureau  of  Customs  published  a 
notice  of  the  proposed  finding  in  the 
Federal  Register  dated  December  28, 
1963  (F.R.  28,  page  14447).  No  com¬ 
ments  were  received  in  response  thereto. 

[SEAL]  Philip  Nichols,  Jr., 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved;  March  5, 1964. 

James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

(Fit.  Doc.  64-2416;  PUed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:49  ajn.] 


Coast  Guard 

[CGPR  64-14] 

CERTAIN  KAPOK  BUOYANT 
CUSHIONS 

Withdrawal  of  Approvals 

1.  The  Act  of  April  25.  1940.  as 
amended  (46  U.S.C.  526e) ,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  in  46  CFR  25.25-5  (e)  require  that 
kapok  bouyant  cushions  for  use  on  mo¬ 
torboats  of  Classes  A,  1,  and  2  not  carry¬ 
ing  passengers  for  hire  shall  be  of  an 
approved  t3q)e  and  constructed  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  applicable  provisions 
in  the  specification  in  46  CFR  Subpart 
160.048.  The  procedures  governing  the 
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issuance,  suspension,  termination  and 
withdrawal  of  approvals  are  in  46  CFR 
Subpart  2.75. 

2.  The  Coast  Quard  has  determined 

that  kapok  buoyant  cushions  manufac¬ 
tured  under  Certificate  of  Approval  Nos. 
160.048/68/1,  160.048/123/0,  160.048/ 

125/0,  160.048/172/0,  and  160.048/175/0, 
group  approvals  for  rectangular  and 
trapezoidal  kapok  buoyant  cushions, 
manufactured  by  the  Swan  Products  Co., 
Inc.,  130-30  180th  Street.  Springfield 
Gardens  34,  N.Y.,  do  not  meet  certain 
prescribed  requirements.  However,  it 
does  not  appear  that  these  discrepancies 
have  adversely  affected  the  required 
buoyancy  capabilities  of  the  finished 
cushion.  The  Swan  Products  Co.,  Inc., 
voluntarily  surrendered  the  above  listed 
Certificates  of  Approval  and  agreed  to 
their  withdrawal  without  a  prior  pub¬ 
lic  hearing. 

3.  The  delegations  of  authority  for  the 
Coa^t  Guard’s  actions  with  respect  to 
approvals  of  lifesaving  appliances  may 
be  found  in  section  632  of  Title  14,  UB. 
Code,  and  Treasury  Department  Order 
120  dated  July  31,  1950  (15  F.R.  6521), 
and  the  statutory  authorities  are  RB. 
4405,  as  amended,  4462,  as  amended, 
and  sections  6  and  17  of  the  Act  of  April 
25.  1940,  as  amended  (46  U.S.C.  375,  416, 
526e  and  526p) ,  and  implementing  regu¬ 
lations  in  46  CFR  Chapter  I. 

'  A.  It  is  therefore  ordered.  That: 

(a)  The  Certificate  of  Approval  Nos. 

160.048/68/1,  160.048/123/0,  160.048/ 

125/0,  160.048/172/0,  and  160.048/175/0, 
suspended  on  January  29,  1964,  shall  be 
withdrawn  and  the  effective  date  of  this 
withdrawal  of  approval  shall  be  January 
29, 1964;  and. 

(b)  The  buoyant  cushions  manufac¬ 

tured  by  the  Swan  Products  Co.,  Inc., 
and  bearing  Approval  No.  160.048/68/d.. 
160.048/123/0,  160.048/125/0,  160.048/ 

172/0,  or  160.048/175/0  prior  to  January 
29,  1964,  which  are  in  compliance  with 
the  specification  requirements  in  46  CFR 
Subpart  160.048,  may  be  used  or  con¬ 
tinued  in  use  on  motorboats  of  Classes 
A,  1,  or  2  not  carrying  passengers  for 
hire  so  long  as  such  cushions  are  in 
good  and  serviceable  condition;  and 

(c)  The  specific  withdrawals  of  ap¬ 
provals  are  as  follows : 

Buoyant  Cushions,  Kapok.  With¬ 
drawal  of  Approval  No.  160.048/68/1, 
group  approval  for  rectangular  and  trap¬ 
ezoidal  kapok  buoyant  cushions, 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.048, 
sizes  and  weights  of  kapok  filling  to  be 
as  per  Table  160.048-4(c)  (1)  (i) ,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Swan  Products  Co.,  Inc., 
130-30  180th  Street,  Springfield  Gardens 
34,  N.Y.,  effective  January  29,  1964. 

Withdrawal  of  Approval  No.  160.048/ 
123/0,  group  approval  for  rectangular 
and  trapezoidal  kapok  buoyant  cushions, 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.048, 
sizes  and  weights  of  kapok  filling  to  be 
as  per  Table  160.048-4(c)  (1)  (i),  manu¬ 
factured  by  Swan  Products  Co.,  Inc., 
130-30  180th  Street,  Springfield  Gardens 


34,  N.Y.,  for  Boston  Camping  Distributor 
Co.,  Inc.,  150  Oliver  Street,  Boston,  Mass., 
effective  January  29, 1964. 

Withdrawal  of  Approval  No.  160.048/ 
125/0,  group  approval  for  rectangular 
and  trapezoidal  kapok  buoyant  cushions. 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.048, 
sizes  and  weights  of  kapok  filling  to  be 
as  per  Table  160 .048-4 (c)  (1)  (i),  manu¬ 
factured  by  Swan  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  130- 
30  180th  Street,  Springfield  Gardens  34. 
N.Y..  for  Viking  Products  Co.,  130-30 
180th  Street,  Springfield  Gardens  34, 
N.Y.,  effective  January  29,  1964. 

Withdrawal  of  Approval  No.  160.048/ 
172/0,  group  approval  for  rectangular 
and  trapezoidal  kapok  buoyant  cushions, 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.048, 
sizes  and  weights  of  kapok  filling  to  be 
as  per  Table  160.048-4(c)  (1)  (i),  manu¬ 
factured  by  Swan  Products  Co.,  Inc., 
130-30  180th  Street.  Springfield  Gardens 
34,  N.Y.,  for  Pacific  Northwest,  Ltd.,  Pier 
70,  Alaska  Way  and  Broad  Street, 
Seattle  1,  Wash.,  effective  Januray  29. 
1964. 

Withdrawal  of  Approval  No.  160.048/ 
175/0,  group  approval  for  rectangular 
and  t/apezoidal  kapok  buoyant  cushions, 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.048, 
sizes  and  weights  of  kapok  filling  to  be 
as  per  Tablp  160.048-4(c)  (1)  (i) ,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Swan  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  130- 
30  180th  Street,  Springfield  Gardens  34, 
N.Y.,  for  Nelson  Sales  Co.,  620  Broadway, 
Kansas  City  5,  Mo.,  effective  January  29, 
1964. 

Dated:  March  6, 1964. 

[seal]  E.  J.  Roland, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-2417;  Filed.  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:49  ajn.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Classification  No.  C3-3;  Arndt.] 

CALIFORNIA 
Small  Tract  Classification 

March  3,  1964. 

1.  Effective  immediately,  paragraph  1 
of  Federal  Register  Document  64-967 
appearing  on  page  1624  of  the  issue  for 
January  31,  1964  is  hereby  amended  to 
include  the  following  described  land: 

Moxtnt  Diablo  Meridian 
T.  32  N.,  R.  5  W. 

Section  32:  That  portion  of  Lot  68  lying 
easterly  of  the  centerline  of  an  existing 
dirt  road  crossing  said  Lot  68  in  a  gen- 
erally  North-South  direction. 

Containing  3.5  acres,  more  or  less. 

Virgil  L.  Bottzni, 
District  Manager, 
Redding  District  Office. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2392;  PUed,  Mar.  11.  1964; 
8:46  a.m.] 
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NOTICES 


[daMlflcation  No.  CS-O;  Arndt.  2] 

CALIFORNIA 
Small  Tract  ClatsIRcalion 

March  3,  1964. 

1.  Effective  immediately,  paragraph  4 
of  Federal  Register  Document  64-1101, 
appearing  on  page  1744  of  the  issue  for 
February  5,  1964  Is  hereby  amended  to 
include  the  following  provision  for  rights- 
of-way; 

Lot  33  is  subject  to  a  right-of-way 
reservation  of  20  feet  along  its  western 
boundary  and  any  other  rights-of-way 
of  record. 

VERGIL  L,  Bottihi,  ■ 
District  Manager, 

Redding  District  Office. 

(F.B.  Doc.  64-2303;  PUed.  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:45  ajn.] 


NEW  MEXICO 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Proposed 
Withdrawal  and  Reservation  of  Lands 

March  4,  1964. 

Notice  of  an  application  Serial  No. 
New  Mexico  0450842,  for  withdrawal  and 
reservation  of  lands  was  published  as 
Federal  Register  Document  No.  63-11101 
on  page  11282  of  the  issue  for  October  22, 
1963.  The  applicant  agency  has  xan- 
celed  its  miplication  in  its  entirety.. 
Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
contained  in  43  CFR,  Part  295,  such  lands 
will  be  at  10:00  am.  on  March  16,  1964 
relieved  of  the  segregative  effect  of  the 
above  mentioned  aiR^lication. 

The  lands  involved  in  this  notice  of 
termination  are: 

Nbw  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 
T.  80  N.,  R.  16  W., 

Sec.  24.  N^SE^SW^,  N^SW^SE^. 

The  area  described  aggregates  40  acres. 

W.  J.  Anderson, 
Acting  State  Director. 

IFJEl.  Doc.  04-2394;  FUed.  Mar.  11.  1964; 
8:47  ajn.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
ALASKA 

Notice  of  Hearing  on  Proposed  Power 

Site  Classification  of  Public  Lands 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  public  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  held  at  Room  4616,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior  Building,  18th  and 
“C”  Streets.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  at 
10:00  am.  on  March  24.  1964,  on  a 
recommendation  of  the  UB.  Oeological 
Survey  for  the  water  power  site  clasifl- 
cation  of  about  8,900,000  acres  of  public 
lands  in  contemplation  of  the  proposed 
Rampart  Power  Project  along  the  Yukon 
River,  extending  upstream  about  300 
miles  from  Rampart.  Alaska. 

Notice  that  the  UB.  Oeological  Survey 
had  filed  application  for  withdrawal  of 
the  land  as  a  power  site  classification 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  March  21,  1963  (FJi.  Doc.  63-2937), 
amended  by  notices  published  April  11, 
1963  (Fit.  Doc.  63-3792)  and  April  24, 
1963  (FH.  Doc.  63-4329) . 


Lands  classified  as  potentially  valuable 
for  water  power  purposes  are  open  to 
location  under  the  mining  laws  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  act  of  August  11,  1955  (69 
Stat.  681;  30  UB.C.  621) .  They  also  are 
open  to  development  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws  witii  reservation  of  power 
site  use  to  the  United  States.  They  may 
be  entered  under  the  nonmineral  public 
land  laws  with  reservation  of  power  site 
use  to  the  United  States  if  a  determina¬ 
tion  permitting  such  entry  is  made  by 
the  Federal  Power  Commission  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  Section  24  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  (16  UB.C.  818). 

Classification  would  not  affect  valid 
existing  rights  on  public  lands,  including 
vested  rights  of  natives  of  Alcuska. 

The  hearing,  which  follows  three  days 
of  earlier  hearings  on  the  same  subject 
held  at  Anchorage,  Fairbanks,  and  Fort 
Yukon.  Alaska,  February  13-15,  1964, 
will  be  open  to  all  interested  persons  who 
desire  to  be  hetird.  The  record  will  re¬ 
main  open  for  10  days  from  the  date  of 
the  hearing  for  receipt  of  written  state¬ 
ments.  Oral  testimony  and  written 
statements  should  be  restricted  to  the 
question  whether  power  site  classifica¬ 
tion  should  be  made,  and  not  whether 
the  project  should  be  constructed. 
Feasibili^  of  construction  is  not  a  sub¬ 
ject  for  determination  at  this  time. 

Those  who  wish  to  be  heard  in  person' 
at  the  hearing  or  submit  a  written  state¬ 
ment  should  file  notice  thereof  not  later 
than  March  20,  1964,  with  Assistant  to 
the  Secretary  (Land  Utilization),  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior, 'Washington, 
D.C.,  20240. 

John  A.  Carver,  Jr.,' 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

March  5,  1964. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-2395;  FUed,  Mar.  11.  1964; 

8:47  am.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 


Maryland 

Friend's  Stockyard.  Inc.,  Accident;  February 
26, 1964/ 

North  Carolina 

Harris  Auction  Company,  Henderson;  August 
86.1963. 

Pemnstltania 

BlalrsvUle  Auction,  Blalrsvllle;  October  24 
1968. 

Trnnessxb 

Kingsport  Live  Stock  Auction  Corp.,  Kings¬ 
port;  ^bruary  22,  1964. 

Texas 

Crenshaw  &  Crenshaw  Commission  Company, 
Nocona;  December  80,  1963. 

Dcme  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th  day 
of  March  1964. 

H.  L.  Jones, 

Chief.  Rates  and  Registrations 
Branch,  Packers  and  Stock- 
yards  Division,  AgrunUtural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FH.  Doe.  64-2426;  FUed,  Mar.  11.  1964; 
8:50  am.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
.  TEXAS 

Designation  of  Area  for  Emergency 
Loons 

For  the  purpose  of  making  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  section  321  of  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Farmers  Home  Administration 
Act  of  1961  (7  UB.C.  1961),  it  has  been 
determined  that  in  Pecos  County,  Texas, 
natural  disasters  have  caused  a  need  for 
agricultural  credit  not  readily  available 
from  commercial  banks,  cooperative 
lending  agencies,  or  other  responsible 
sources. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  emergency  loans  will  not  be  made 
in  the  above-named  county  after  June 
30,  1964,  except  tq  applicants  who  pre¬ 
viously  received  emeigency  or  special 
livestock  loan  assistance  and  who  can 
qualify  under  established  policies  and 
procedures. 


CAHLE  CENTER,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Posted  Stockyards 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
under  the  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act, 
1921,  as  amended  (7  UB.C.  181  et  seq.) , 
on  the  respective  dates  specified  below  it 
was  ascertoined  that  the  livestock  mar¬ 
kets  named  below  were  stockyards  witih- 
in  the  definition  of  that  term  contained 
in  section  302  of  the  Act,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  202) ,  and  were,  therefore,  subject 
to  the  Act,  and  notice  was  given  to  the 
owners  and  to  the  public  by  posting  no¬ 
tice  at  the  stockyurds  as  required  by  said 
section  302. 

Name,  Location  of  Stockyard  and  Date  of 
Posting 

California 


Cattle  Center,  Inc.,  Famoso;  January  20, 
1964. 


Illinois 


Erie  Sale  Bam,  Erie;  December  17,  1963. 


Indiana 


Southeastern  Indiana  Feeder  AiioUon  Asso¬ 
ciation.  Osgood;  January  8,  1964. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  6th  day 
of  March  1964. 

C^viLLE  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-2403;  FUed.  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:47  am.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  14868;  Order  E-205571 

LAKE  CENTRAL  AIRLINES,  INC. 

“Use  It  or  Lose  lt“  and  Route 
Alignment  Investigation;  Order  on 
Objections 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  o£Qces  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  9th  di^  of  March  1964. 

By  Order  E-20182.  dated  November 
12. 1963,  the  Board  instituted  an  investi¬ 
gation  to  determine  whether  continued 
air  service  is  warranted  under  "use  it  or 
lose  it”  standards  at  designated  points 
or  over  particular  portions  of  Lake  Cen- 


Thursday,  March  12,  1964 
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tral’s  route  system.^  In  the  same  order 
interested  persons  were  directed  to  show 
cause  why,  wholly  apart  from  the  “use  it 
or  lose  it”  issues,  Lake  Central's  route 
should  not  be  resdigned  in  the  manner 
tentatively  proposed  in  a  draft  certificate 
attached  as  an  appendix  to  the  order. 

Pleadings  in  the  nature  of  objections 
to  the  Board’s  order  were  filed  by  Lake 
Central,  other  local  service  carriers, 
trunkline  carriers,  and  civic  parties.* 
Answers  to  the  objections  were  filed  by 
American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Lake  Central 
and  United.  Specific  relief  on  particular 
matters  is  also  requested  in  additional 
filings  by  Delta,  Lake*  Central,  and 
Piedmont.* 

The  documents  filed  by  the  City  of 
Columbus,  Indiana,  the  City  of  Martins- 
burg,  W.  Va.,  and  the  Elkins-Randolph 
County  Airport  Authority  are  addressed 
basically  to  the  “use  it  or  lose  it”  aspects 
of  the  investigation.  These  parties  will 
have  ample  opportunity  to  make  their 
positions  known  and  to  litigate  these  is¬ 
sues  during  the  course  of  the  proceeding, 
so  that  no  further  action  by  the  Board 
is  now  required.  The  balance  of  the  fil¬ 
ings,  however,  raise  a  variety  of  questions 
concerning  the  Issues  to  be  heard  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  proposed  realignment 
of  Lake  Central’s  route  which  are  ap- 
propriate  for  consideration  at  this  time. 

Lake  Central’s  objections  fall  into  sev¬ 
eral  general  classifications.  A  primary 
group  is  comprised  of  instances  in  which, 
according  to  the  carrier,  the  Board  in 
framing  the  proposed  new  certificate  has 
failed  to  carry  forward  existing  Lake 
Central  exemption  and  change  of  service 
pattern  authorizations  or  in  which  the 
proposed  route  realignment  would  sub¬ 
stantially  change  or  reduce  the  carrier’s 
present  certificate  authority.  Included 
in  this  category  are  mnission  of  Lake 
Central’s  existing  authority  to  (1)  oper¬ 
ate  one  stop  between  Charleston,  W.  Va., 
and  Washington  without  providing  two 
round  trips  to  Elkins  and  Martinsburg, 

^This  phase  of  the  investigation  was  re¬ 
cently  expanded  to  include  additional  points 
by  Order  B-20440,  dated  February  4.  1964. 

’Those  filing  objections  were  the  Aero¬ 
nautics  Commission  of  Indiana,  Allegheny 
Airlines,  Inc.,  the  City  of  Coliunbus,  Ind., 
the  City  of  Martinsburg,  W.  Va.,  Delta  Air 
Lines,  Inc.,  the  Elkins-Randolph  County 
Airport  Authority,  Lake  Central,  the  Monroe 
Ooimty  Board  of  Aviation  Commissioners 
and  Bloomington  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc.,  TTans  World  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  and  United  Air  Lines,  Inc. 

*  Delta  filed  a  motion,  which  is  opposed  by 
Lake  Central,  to  strike  and  dismiss  certain 
pwtions  of  Lake  Central’s  objections,  or 
alternatively,  to  sever  them,  on  the  ground 
that  said  portions  Involve  requests  by  Lake 
Central  for  new  operating  authority  which 
the  Board  stated  in  Order  E-20182  that  it 
would  not  consider  in  this  proceeding.  Lake 
Central  filed  a  petition  for  reconsideration 
of  Order  E-20182  that  will  not  be  enter¬ 
tained,  since  it  is  an  unauthorized  pleading 
under  Rule  916  of  the  rules  of  practice  which 
specifically  jnrovides  that  the  filing  of  an¬ 
swers  or  motions  directed  to  a  show  cause 
OTder  shall  be  in  lieu  of  such  petitions. 
Wedmont  requests  leave  to  intervene  only 
in  the  event  that  the  Board  retains  in  the 
proceeding  any  question  of  granting  linear 
route  authcwity  for  Lake  Central  between 
Washington  <»  Baltimore  and  Charleston, 


W.  Va.;  (2)  fiag  stop  segment  junction 
points  if  no  revenue  tn^c  is  involved; 
(3)  overfiy  Richmond,  Marion,  and  Ko- 
komo-Logansport-Peru.  Ind.,  on  fiights 
in  excess  of  one  round  trip  on  present 
segment  3  between  Chicago  and  Cincin¬ 
nati,  and  Kokomo-Logansport-Peru  on 
Saturday  and  Sunday  fiights  over  ex¬ 
isting  segments  2  and  3;  and  (4)  omit 
service  to  Elkins  on  fiights  over  existing 
segments  12  and  14  in  excess  of  one 
round  trip  daily,  and  Columbus,  Ind., 
on  Saturday  and  Sunday  fiights  over 
present  segment  7.  Lake  Central  also 
asserts  that  for  the  first  time  it  would 
be  required  to  provide  two  round  trips 
to  Akron-Canton  before  operating  non¬ 
stop  between  Columbus  and  Youngstown, 
Ohio;  that  the  new  certificate  would  re¬ 
quire  two  round  trips  to  South  Bend  and 
Kalamazoo  on  fiights  between  Indianap¬ 
olis  and  Grand  Rapids,  whereas  the  car¬ 
rier  can  now  overfiy  the  intermediate 
points  after  one  daily  round  trip  is  pro¬ 
vided;  and  the  new  certificate  would  re¬ 
quire  two,  rather  than  one,  round  trips 
to  Kok(Hno-Lo^ansport-Peru  before  the 
point  could  be  overflown  on  Chicago- 
Cincinnati  fiights  over  new  segment  2. 

As  the  carrier  has  pointed  out,  these 
situations  do  involve  remnants  of  or 
changes  in  preexisting  authorizations. 
It  would  also  appear  that  continued  au¬ 
thority  of  this  nature  might  offer  the 
carrier  some  additional  operating  fiexi- 
billty  without  raising  countervailing  con¬ 
siderations  of  consequence.  However, 
whether  Lake  Central  should  continue  to 
retain  these  authorizations  is  a  matter 
which  can  best  be  determined  after  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  evidentiary  record. 
The  parties  will  be  free  to  direct  them¬ 
selves  to  these  questions  as  well  as  to  the 
subsidiary  issue  of  whether,  if  they  are 
to  be  continued,  such  authorizations  are 
appropriate  for  inclusion  in  Lake  Cen¬ 
tral’s  basic  certificate.* 

Lake  Central  expresses  concern  with 
the  treatment  accorded  its  Columbus- 
Pittsburgh  authority.  The  carrier’s  cer¬ 
tificate  now  contains  a  Columbus-Pitts- 
burgh  leg  on  segment  5,  which  has  been 
suspended,  and  segment  13  extends  from 
Columbus  to  Wheeling  and  the  east  via 
Zanesville-Cambridge.  Under  the  pro¬ 
posed  certificate  these  authorizations 
would  be  combined  into  a  new  segment  7 
extending  from  Columbus  and  bifurcat¬ 
ing  at  Zanesville-Cambridge,  with  one 
leg  going  to  Pittsburgh  and  the  other 
through  Wheeling  to  the  east.  Also,  the 
draft  certificate  attached  to  Order 
E-20182  proposes  in  condition  (4)  (a)  the 
imposition  of  a  mandatory  one  stop  re¬ 
striction  on  all  fiights  by  Lake  Central 
between  Columbus  and  Pittsburgh.  Lake 
Central  contends  that  the  net  result 
would  be  to  diminish  its  “residual”  oper¬ 
ating  rights  between  Columbus  and  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  and  the  carrier  should  be  per¬ 
mitted,  subject  to  the  present  suspension, 

*In  this  connection  the  carrier  also  states 
that  it  is  uncertain  as  to  whether  it  will  re¬ 
tain  its  suspension  authority  at  Sandusky, 
Ohio,  on  new  segment  6  and  at  Kokomo- 
Logansport-Peru  on  Segment  1.  The  tempo¬ 
rary  suspension  of  service  at  both  points  is 
governed  by  separate  <»tlers  and  unaffected 
by  the  proposed  realignment. 


at  least  to  operate  between  these  points 
on  a  nonstop  basis  after  providing  two 
round  trips  to  2tonesville-Cambridge. 

The  present  suspension  is  not  merely 
a  permissive  one  but  is  a  suspension  of 
Lake  Central’s  operating  authority  be¬ 
tween  these  points,  and  any  such  operat¬ 
ing  lights  cannot  be  reinstated  unless 
the  Board,  after  notice  and  hearing,  finds 
that  the  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  so  require.  The  Columbus-Pitts- 
burgh  leg  of  present  segment  5  was 
retained  on  Lake  Central’s  route  after  in¬ 
termediate  points  on  the  leg  were  de¬ 
leted,  although  the  Board  has  never 
found  a  specific  requirement  for  Co- 
lumbus-Pittsburgh  nonstop  service  by 
Lake  Central.*  We  are  not  persuaded 
that  any  need  exists  for  examining  that 
question  now,  and  to  do  so  might  imduly 
complicate  the  proceeding  and  delay  de¬ 
cision.  The  Coliunbus-Pittsburgh  re¬ 
alignment  proposed  in  our  order  gen¬ 
erally  refiects  Lake  Central’s  present 
operations  and  is  sufficiently  broad  in 
scope  for  the  purposes  of  the  instant 
investigation. 

Comments  offered  by  Lake  Central 
concerning  the  status  of  its  Blooming- 
ton-Indianapolis  authority,  the  require¬ 
ments  of  condition  (4)  (b)  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  certificate,  and  the  meaning  of 
proposed  condition  (4)  (c)  merit  our  at¬ 
tention.  Although  not  included  in  the 
draft  certificate,  we  will  consider  herein 
the  addition  of  another  leg  on  realigned 
segment  3  between  Bloomington  and 
Indianapolis.  This  will  preserve  the  car¬ 
rier’s  existing  operating  rights  between 
these  points,  which  is  alleged  by  civic 
parties  and  the  carrier  to  be  a  matter  of 
some  importance.  Condition  (4)  (b) 
would  require  that  all  fiights  between 
Chicago  and  Coliunbus,  Ohio,  and  speci¬ 
fied  points  beyond  Columbus  to  the  north 
and  east  make  a  mandatory  stop  at  In¬ 
dianapolis.*  As  an  alternative,  we  desire 
also  to  explore  the  possible  imposition  of 
a  mandatory  two  stop  requirement  be¬ 
tween  the  points  in  question.  This  al¬ 
ternative  may  prove  more  desirable,  since 
it  would  preserve  the  authority  the  car¬ 
rier  now  possesses  to  operate  fiights  be¬ 
tween  such  points  by  way  of  its  upper 
tier  cities  such  as  Kokomo-Logansport- 
Peru.  Lima,  and  Mansfield. 

As  far  as  condition  (4)  (c)  is  con¬ 
cerned,  is  was  not  designed  to  regulate  in 
any  way  the  manner  in  which  fiights 
should  be  scheduled.^  Rather,  the  inten¬ 
tion  is  to  require  one  stop  at  a  point  east 
of  Cincinnati  on  all  fiights  scheduled  be¬ 
tween  Washington.  D.C.,  and  any  other 
of  the  designated  cities  west  of  Cincin- 

*  See  Lake  Central  Airlines,  Inc.,  Temporary 
Intermediate  Points  Renewal  Proceeding, 
order  E-16908.  June  7.  1961. 

*  Section  (4)  (b) :  "Flights  scheduled  to 
serve  Chicago,  Ill.,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Columbus,  Ohio,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  Akron- 
Canton,  Ohio,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  Erie,  Pa., 
and  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  on  the  other  hand,  shall 
also  serve  Indianapolis,  Ind.” 

’’ Section  (4)  (c)  provides:  "Flights  sched¬ 
uled  to  serve  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.,  Kalamazoo, 
Mich.,  South  Bend,  Ind.,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
and  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  on  the  other  hand, 
shall  schedule  service  to  one  intermediata 
point  east  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio  on  segment 
one.” 
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natl  on  segment  1.  We  do  not  consider 
the  present  language  of  the  condition 
ambiguous.  However,  the  parties  may 
address  themselves  to  this  question  in  the 
course  of  the  proceeding  should  they 
feel  some  clarification  is  necessary  or 
desirable. 

The  balance  of  Lake  Central’s  objec¬ 
tions  relate  to  proposals  concerning  such 
matters  as  additional  or  alternative  rout¬ 
ing.  the  deletion  of  restrictions,  and 
route  extentions.  all  of  which  would  in¬ 
ject  questions  of  new  operating  author¬ 
ity.*  In  our  initial  order  herein  we  made 
clear  our  intention  that  the  realign¬ 
ment  aspect  of  this  investigation  be  di¬ 
rected  solely  to  reconstituting  Lake  Cen¬ 
tral’s  existing  route  system  with  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  certificate  modifications  so  that 
the  investigation  might  proceed  to  de¬ 
cision  expeditiously.  Many  of  Lake  Cen¬ 
tral’s  proposals  are  controversial  and 
have  competitive  implications,  and  to 
undertake  to  resolve  them  here  would 
unduly  expand  the  issues  and  delay  de¬ 
cision.  Under  the  circumstances,  a 
broadening  of  the  proceeding  to  include 
these  proponds  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest. 

Two  local  service  carriers.  Allegheny 
and  Piedmont,  object  to  the  proposed 
realignment  to  the  extent  that  it  would 
permit  Lake  Central  to  operate  new  com¬ 
petitive  services.  Allegheny  points  out 
that  one  of  the  effects  of  transferring 
Lake  Central’s  Erie-Plttsburgh  authority 
from  present  segment  11  to  new  segment 
6  would  be  to  authorize  an  Erie- Wash¬ 
ington/Baltimore  operation  in  competi¬ 
tion  with  Allegheny’s  two  stop  Erie- 
Washlngton  service,  whereas  Lake  Cen¬ 
tral  is  now  effectively  precluded  from 
providli^  any  single-plane  service  be¬ 
tween  these  points.*  Piedmont’s  concern 
is  with  the  Washington-Charleston  mar¬ 
ket  where  Piedmont  has  a  two  stop  re¬ 
striction  and  in  which  both  Piedmont  and 
Lake  Central  now  operate  multi-stop 
flights.  Although  Lake  Central  cannot 
presently  schedule  single-plane  service 
between  these  points  except  on  flights 
which  serve  either  Elkins  or  Martinsburg, 
W.  Va..  the  proposed  certificate  would 
place  Charleston  on  a  linear  route  with 
Washington/Baltimore  and.  according  tb 


•  SpeclflcaUy.  the  carrier  requests  the  Board 
to  consider:  (1)  the  possible  addition  of 
Muncie-Anderson-New  Castle  on  new  seg¬ 
ments  1  or  3.  as  weU  as  east-west  segment  2, 
if  the  Marion-Clncinnati  portion  of  existing 
segment  3  is  deleted;  (2)  the  addition  of 
Dajrton  as  a  replacement  for  Richmond,  In¬ 
diana.  if  Richmond  is  deleted  from  existing 
segment  3;  (3)  the  desig;nation  of  Lima  and 
Coliimbus,  Ohio,  as  intermediate  points 
rather  than  alternate  intermediate  points  on 
new  segment  4;  (4)  the  addition  of  Akron- 
Canton  to  new  segment  S(a)  (1)  as  weU  as 
segment  3(a)  (ii):  (5)  the  extension  of  new 
segment  2  beyond  Indianapolis  to  Blooming¬ 
ton  and  Evansville;  (6)  overflight  authority 
for  Lake  Central  under  certain  conditions 
at  the  segment  Jxmction  points  of  Pittsburgh. 
Indianapolis,  and  Lima;  and  (7)  deletion  of 
the  Indlanapolis-Chlcago  one  stop  restric¬ 
tion  and  the  existing  Clncinnati-Indianapolls 
restriction  prohibiting  tumarotmd  sorvlce. 

*  Condition  (8)  of  Lake  Central  s  present 
certiflcate  prohibits  the  carrier  from  schedul¬ 
ing  single-plane  service  between  Pittsbvirgh 
and  Washington. 


Piedmont,  substitute  a  one  stop  restric¬ 
tion  on  Charleston- Washington  flights.** 
The  objections  oi  Allegheny,  have 
merit,  for  the  Board  does  not  wish  to 
litigate  questicms  involving  any  sig¬ 
nificant  broadening  of  Lake  Central’s 
competitive  opportunities  in  relation  to 
other  local  service  carriers.  According¬ 
ly,  for  present  purposes  imposition  of  a 
restriction  against  single-plane  service 
between  Erie  and  Washington,  as  sug¬ 
gested  by  Allegheny,  is  entirely  appro¬ 
priate.  As  far  as  Piedmont’s  assertions 
are  concerned,  we  find  no  basis  for  dis¬ 
turbing  the  route  alignment  proposed  for 
Washington-Charleston  flights.  Lake 
Central  now  has  a  one  stop  restriction 
in  this  maiicet,  a  situation  that  would  be 
unchanged  under  the  draft  certiflcate. 
Piedmont  will  be  free,  if  it  wishes,  to 
participate  in  the  proceeding  and  seek  to 
establish  that  the  imposition  of  some 
other  or  further  restriction  is  required.** 
Many  of  the  objections  of  the  trunkline 
carriers  have  been  met  by  our  determina¬ 
tion  not  to  hear  Lake  Central’s  various 
requests  for  substantially  expanded  au¬ 
thority.  United  specifically  objects  to 
nonstop  South  Bend-Baltimore  and 
Grand  Rapids-Baltimore  authority  for 
Lake  Central  on  new  segment  1  as  well 
as  one  stop  authority  betwe«i  Washing¬ 
ton  and  these  points.**  TWA  is  partic¬ 
ularly  concerned  with  precluding  non¬ 
stop  service  by  Lake  Central  between 
Baltimore,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Cin¬ 
cinnati  and  Indianapolis,  on  the  other 
hand,  and  would  have  the  Board  amend 
the  one  stop  restrictions  in  conditions 
(4)  (a)  and  (4)  (c)  of  the  proposed  cer¬ 
tificate  to  include  Baltimore,  as  well  as 
Washington,  on  the  theory  tiiat  in  prac¬ 
tical  effect  Lake  Central  could  serve 
Washington  through  Baltimore.  In  view 
of  the  number  and  character  of  the  in¬ 
termediate  cities  on  segment  1,  and  the 
certificate  provisions  concemii^  skip- 
stop  service,  we  are  not  convinced  that 
the  probable  competitive  impact  is  so 
great  that  the  Board  should  preclude  the 


**  Under  the  proposed  certiflcate  segment 
1  would  extend  generally  from  Grand  Rapids 
to  Washington  and  Baltimore  via  sutfli  points 
as  Indianapolis,  Cincinnati,  and  Elkins,  Seg¬ 
ment  1  (a)  would  extend  beyond  Elkins  to  the 
terminal  point  Charleston.  Lake  Central  now 
provides  Charleston-Washington  service  only 
by  a  combination  of  existing  segments  12 
and  14. 

^  Allegheny  does  not  provide  an  Erie-Baltl- 
more  service  but  advocates  a  restriction 
against  single-plane  service  that  would  in¬ 
clude  BaltimOTf’  as  well  ks  Washington.  How¬ 
ever,  no  reason  is  now  apparent  for  so  ex¬ 
panding  the  prohibition.  The  Boeuxi  rec¬ 
ognizes,  of  coiu^,  that  further  changes  may 
be  necessary  in  the  Charleston-Washlngtop 
restriction  as  a  result  of  the  “use  it  or  lose  it” 
issues  involving  Elkins  and  Idartinsbwg. 

United  also  objects  to  one  stop  authority 
for  Lake  Central  between  Grand  Rapids,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  Pittsburgh  and  Cleveland, 
on  the  other  hand,  over  proposed  segments  5 
and  8  via  Toledo.  However,  as  pointed  out 
by  Lake  Central,  the  carrier  now  has  one  stop 
authority  between  these  points  via  a  com- 
binatiem  of  existing  segments  10  and  15.  The 
best  possible  Chicago-Coliunbus,  (Miio,  opera¬ 
tion  for  Lake  Central  under  the  proposed  cer¬ 
tiflcate  would  be  two  stops  rather  than  one 
Btap  as  stated  by  Uhlted. 


nonstop  and  one  stop  services  in  question 
by  the  imposition  of  restrictions  at  the 
threshold  of  the  proceeding.  In  short, 
tile  Board  finds  no  present  necessity  for 
granting  the  foregoing  relief  requested  by 
TWA  and  United. 

In  accordance  with  the  requests  of 
these  carriers,  we  will,  however,  impose 
a  one  stop  restriction  on  Chicago-Day- 
ton  flights  by  Lake  Centiral  which,  absent 
the  restriction,  could  .operate  nonstop 
over  new  segment  3  after  the  provision 
of  two  roimd  trips  to  intermediate  points. 
This  can  be  accomplished  by  adding  Chi¬ 
cago  and  Dayton  as  a  point-pair  in  condi¬ 
tion  (4)  (a)  of  the  proposed  certificate. 
The  Chicago-Dajrton  market  is  now 
served  with  numerous  nonstop  schedules 
operated  by  both  TWA  and  United.  No 
reason  is  apparent  for  treatii^  service 
between  these  cities  any  differently  than 
the  other  competitive  markets  in  which 
the  one  stop  restriction  applies. 

In  the  foregoing  discussion,  we  have 
treated  in  smne  detail  the  principal  ques¬ 
tions  raised  by  the  parties  concerning 
the  proposed  route  realignment.  Since 
our  basic  intention  clearly  appears  from 
this  and  bur  prior  ord^,  we  find  no 
occasion  formally  to  amend  the  draft 
certificate  appended  to  Order  E-20182. 
In  this  particular  case,  the  exact  phrase¬ 
ology  of  terms  and  conditions  can  best 
be  formiilated  after  development  of  the 
record.  Also,  disposition  of  the  “use  it 
or  lose  it”  issues  could  affect  substan¬ 
tially  the  technical  route  description  as 
well  as  the  nature  and  tirpe  of  certificate 
conditions  to  be  attached.  Under  these 
circumstances,  issuance  of  an  amended 
draft  certiflcate  at  this  time,  which 
would  be  subject  to  substantial  and 
probable  further  amendment,  would 
serve  no  useful  purpose. 

All  other  objections  raised  by  the 
parties  have  been  carefully  considered 
and  do  not  require  further  discussion  or 
action  on  the  Board’s  part.** 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  this  investigation  proceed  in 
due  course  to  hearing  before  an  examiner 
of  the  Board  in  accordance  with  the  dis¬ 
position  of  the  issues  made  by  the  Board 
in  Order  E-20182,  dated  November  12, 

1963,  Order  E-20440,  dated  February  4, 

1964,  and  this  order; 

2.  That  the  motion  of  Delta  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  to  strike  and  dismiss,  or  alterna¬ 
tively  to  sever,  portions  of  the  objections 
filed  by  Lake  Central  Airlines,  Inc.,  and 
the  petition  for  reconsideration  of  Order 
E-20182  filed  by  Lake  Central  Airlines, 
Ihc.,  be  and  they  hereby  are  dismissed; 

3.  That  the  conditional  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  filed  by  Piedmont 
Aviation,  Inc.,  be  and  it  hereby  is 
granted; 

4.  That,  except  to  the  extent  granted 
herein,  the  relief  requested  in  the  ob¬ 
jections,  answers,  motions,  and  other 
documents  filed  in  response  to  Order 
E-20182  by  the  Aeronautics  Commission 


“In  view  of  our  dispoeitlon  ot  the  issues. 
Delta’s  motion  to  strike  and  dismiss  or  sever 
portions  of  Lake  Central’s  objections  will  be 
dismissed,  since  the  carrier  in  effect  has  been 
granted  the  relief  urged  although  not  in  the 
precise  form  requested. 
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of  Indiana.  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc., 
American  Airlines,  Inc.,  Delta  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  Lake  Central  Airlines,  Inc.,  the 
Monroe  County  of  Aviation  Commis¬ 
sioners  and  Bloomington  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  Piedmont  Aviation,  Inc., 
Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  United 
Air  Lines,  Inc.,  be  and  it  hereby  is  denied; 
and 

5.  That  this  order  shall  be  published 
in  the  Feoehal  Registkr. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  64-2422;  Filed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:49  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  14945;  Order  E-20551] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Terminal  Services 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  6th  day  of  March  1964. 

An  agreement  adopted  by  the  Traffic 
Conferences  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  relating  to  ter¬ 
minal  services;  Docket  No.  14945,  Agree¬ 
ment  C.A.B.  17479,  R-13. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  an  agreement  between  various 
air  carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and 
other  carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolu¬ 
tions  of  the  Traffic  Conferences  of  the 
International  Air  Transport  Association 
(lATA) ,  and  adopted  by  mail  vote.  The 
agreement  has  been  assigned  the  above- 
designated  C.AB.  Agreement  number. 

The  agreement  amends  Resolution 
512b  (Terminal  Serves)  by  deleting 
refermce  to  assembly  and  disassembly 
services  including  the  prohibition  against 
Members  providing  assembly  services  or 
facilities  therefor  to  a  consolidator.  To 
the  extent  a  carrier  may  provide  assembly 
and  disassembly  services,  provisions  for 
such  services  will  continue  to  appear  in 
the  carriers’  tariffs  together  with  appro¬ 
priate  charges. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  102, 204(a) ,  and  412  of  the  Act,  does 
not  find  Resolutions  129/512b  and  232/ 
512b,  which  are  incorporated  in  the 
above-designated  agreement,  to  be  ad¬ 
verse  to  the  public  interest  or  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That, 
Agreement  C.AJB.  17479,  R-13.  be  and 
hereby  is  approved. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agreement, 
or  any  interested  person,  may,  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order,  subniit  statements  in  writing  con¬ 
taining  reasons  deemed  appropriate,  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  data,  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  action 
herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies 
of  the  statements  should  be  filed  with  the 
Board’s  Docket  Section.  The  Board 
oaay,  upon  consideration  of  any  such 
statements  filed,  modify  or  rescind  Its 
action  herein  by  subsequent  order. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-2418;  PUed,  Mar,  11,  1964; 

8:49  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  14945;  Order  E-20547] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Specific 
Commodity  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  6th  day  of  March  1964. 

An  agreement  adopted  by  Joint  Con¬ 
ference  1-2  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  relating  to  specific 
commodity  rates;  Docket  No.  14945, 
Agreement  C.A.B.  17633,  R-l. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board's  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  an  agreement  between  various 
air  carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and 
other  carriers  embodied  in  the  resolutions 
of  Joint  Conference  1-2  of  the  Interna¬ 
tional  Air  Transport  Association  (lATA) , 
and  adopted  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  Resolution  590 — (Ckimmodity  Rates 
Board) . 

The  agreement,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers, 
names  an  additional  specific  commodity 
rate  as  follows: 

Item  9615 — ^Plpes,  smoking  and  parts  there¬ 
of. 

Rate;  166/155  cents  per  kilogram,  mini¬ 
mum  weight.  100/200  kilograms,  respectively: 
from  Arusha  to  New  York. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  102,  204(a)  and  412  of  the  Act,  does 
not  find  the  above-described  agreement 
to  be  adverse  to  the  public  interest  or  in 
violation  of  the  Act.  provided  that  ap¬ 
proval  thereof  is"  conditioned  as  here¬ 
inafter  ordered: 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  Agree¬ 
ment  C.A.B.  17633,  R-l,  is  approved,  pro¬ 
vided  that  such  approval  shall  not 
constitute  approval  of  the  specific  com¬ 
modity  description  contained  tnerein  for 
purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agreement, 
or  any  interested  person,  may,  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order,  submit  statements  in  writing  con¬ 
taining  reasons  deemed  appropriate,  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  data,  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  action 
herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies 
of  the  statements  should  be  filed  with 
the  Board’s  Docket  Section.  The  Board 
may,  upon  consideration  of  any  such 
statements  filed  modify  or  rescind  its 
action  herein  by  subsequent  order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[8EAL]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  64-2419;  FUed,  Mar.  11.  1964; 

8:49  am.] 


[Docket  No.  13777;  Order  E-20548] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Specific 
Commodity  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  6th  day  of  March  1964. 

Agreement  adopted  by  Joint  Confer¬ 
ence  3-1  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates;  Docket  No.  13777,  Agree¬ 
ment  C.A.B.  17456,  R-3. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  an  agreement  between  various 
air  carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and 
other  carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolu¬ 
tions  of  Joint  Conference  3-1  of  the  In¬ 
ternational  Air  Transport  Association 
(lATA),  and  adopted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Resolution  590  (Commodity 
Rates  Board) . 

The  argument,  adopted  pursuant  to 
unprotested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  in  lATA  memorandum  SFO 
Board/9/JT3 1-Rates  326,  names  an  ad¬ 
ditional  specific  commodity  rate  as 
follows: 

Item  1082 — ^Hatching  Eggs. 

Rate:  153  eents  per  kilogram,  minimum 
weight  1,000  kilograms,  from  New  York  to 
Manila  and  Tokyo. 

This  rate  represents  a  reduction  of  70 
percent  from  the  applicable  general 
commodity  rate. 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a) ,  and  412  of  the  Act,  does  not 
find  the  subject  agreement  to  be  adverse 
to  the  public  interest  or  in  violation  of 
the  Act,  provided  that  approval  thereof 
is  conditioned  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  Agree¬ 
ment  C.AB.  17456,  Rr-3,  is  approved,  pro¬ 
vided  that  such  approval  shall  not  con¬ 
stitute  approval  of  the  specific  commod¬ 
ity  description  contained  therein  for 
purposes  of  tariff  publication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agreement, 
or  any  interested  person,  may,  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order,  submit  statements  in  writing  con¬ 
taining  reasons  deemed  appropriate,  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  data,  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  action 
herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies 
of  the  statements  should  be  filed  with 
the  Board’s  Docket  Section.  The  Board 
may,  upon  consideration  of  any  such 
statements  filed,  modify  or  rescind  its 
action  herein  by  subsequent  order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  64-2420:  FUed,  Mar.  11.  1964; 

8:49  s.m.l 
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[Docket  Ko.  18777;  Order  K-20640] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Specific 
Commodity  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  6th  day  of  March  1964. 

Agreement  adcd^ted  by  Traffic  Confer¬ 
ence  1  of  the  International  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association  relating  to  specific  com- 
modity  rates;  Docket  No.  13777,  Agree- 
m^t  C.AB.  17280  R-88  through  R-63. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board, 
pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Apt)  and 
Part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regu¬ 
lations,  an  agreement  between  various 
air  carriers,  foreign  air  carriers,  and 
other  carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolu- 
ticms  of  Traffic  Conference  1  of  the  In- 
tematicmal  Air  Transport  Association 
(lATA),  and  adopted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Resolutimi  590  (Commod¬ 
ity  Rates  Board) . 

The  agreemoit,  adopted  pursuant  to 
improtested  notices  to  the  carriers  and 
promulgated  in  lATA  memoranda, 
names  additional  rates  as  set  forth  in 
the  attachment  hereto.^ 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a) ,  and  412  of  the  Act,  does  not 
find  the  subject  agreement  to  be  adverse 
to  the  public  interest  or  in  violation  of 
the  Act,  provided  that  approval  thereof 
is  ccmditioned  as  hereinafter  ordered. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That  Agree¬ 
ment  CA.B.  17280,  Rr-58  through  R-63, 
be  and  hereby  is  approved,  provided  that 
such  approval  shall  not  constitute  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  specific  commodity  descrip¬ 
tions  contained  therein  for  purposes  of 
taxtff  publication. 

Any  air  carrier  party  to  the  agree¬ 
ment,  or  any  interested  person,  may, 
within  15  days  from  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order,  submit  statements  in 
writing  containing  reasons  deemed  ap¬ 
propriate,  together  with  supporting  data, 
in  support  of  or  in  opposition  to  t^e 
Board’s  action  herein.  An  original  and 
nineteen  copies  of  the  statements  should 
be  filed  with  the  Board’s  Docket  Section. 
The  Board  may,  upon  consideration  of 
any  such  statements  filed,  modify  or  re¬ 
scind  its  action  herein  by  subsequent 
order. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Fkdkral  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-2421;  Filed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:49  am.] 


[Docket  No.  14945;  Order  E-206681 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Order  Relating  to  Fares 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  9th  day  of  March  1964. 

*  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


Jn  the  mattm:  of  agreements  adivited 
by  Joint  Conferences  1-2  and  1-1-8  of 
the  International  Air  Traiusx>rt  Associa¬ 
tion  rating  to  fares;  Docket  No.  14945 
Agre^ent  CAR.  1784.* 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board 
pursuant  to  section  412a  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act)  and  Part 
261  of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations, 
an  agreement  between  various  air  car¬ 
riers,  foreign  air  carriers  and  other 
carriers,  embodied  in  the  resolutions  of 
Joint  Conferences  1-2  and  1-2-3  of  the 
International  Air  Transport  Association 
(lATA)  adopted  at  meetings  held  in 
Montreal  in  January  1964.  The  agree¬ 
ment  has  been  assigned  the  above- 
designated  CAJ3.  agreement  number. 

The  agreement  relates  primarily  to 
fares  to  be  iqiplicable  on  transatlantic 


2.  The  Board  finds  that,  on  the  basis 
of  all  the  facts  presently  known. 
Agreement  CAB.  17541,  Rr-25  (lATA 
Resolution  096a — Emigrant  Fares,  Ja- 
maica/Trinidad/Tobago-UB.  —  Revali¬ 
dating  and  Amending)  does  not  affect  air 
transportation  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Act. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  portion  cd  Agre^ent  CAB. 
17541  set  forth  in  finding  paragrcqih  1 
above  is  approved. 

2.  Jurisdiction  is  disclaimed  with  re¬ 
spect  to  that  portion  of  Agreement  CAB. 
17541  set  forth  in  finding  paragraph  2 
above. 

Any  air  can:ier  party  to  the  agreement, 
or  any  interested  person,  may,  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  service  of  this 
order  submit  statements  in  writing,  con¬ 
taining  reasons  deemed  appropriate  to¬ 
gether  with  supporting  data,  in  support 
of  or  in  opposition  to  the  Board’s  action 
herein.  An  original  and  nineteen  copies 
of  the  statements  should  be  filed  wiUi 
the  Board’s  Docket  Section.  The  Board 
may,  upon  consideration  of  any  such 
statements  filed,  modify  or  rescind  its 
action  herein  by  subsequent  order. 

This  order  will  be  publMied  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal*!  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doe.  64-2423;  Filed,  MRr.  11,  1964; 

8:50  aon.] 


routings  to  points  in  the  Far  East,  in 
summary,  it  accomplishes  (1)  reductions 
of  about  170  in  one-way  first-class  fares 
and  about  $33  in  one-way  economy  class 
fares  to  points  in  India,  Pakistan,  and 
Ceylon,  and  (2)  revalidation,  with  limited 
amendments,  of  current  resolutions  pro¬ 
viding  28-day  excursion  fares  to  India 
and  Pakistan,  reduced  fare  group  travel, 
and  reduced  fares  for  UB.  i^itary 
personneL 

The  Board,  acting  pursuant  to  sections 
102,  204(a>,  and  412  of  the  Act,  makes 
the  following  findings: 

1.  The  Board  does  not  find  the  follow¬ 
ing  resolutions  omtained  in  Agreement 
CAB.  17541  to  be  adverse  to  the  public 
interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act: 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[OB  Docket  No.  64-EA-2] 

GARDEN  STATE  TELEVISION  CABLE 
CORP. 

Determination  of  No  Hazard  to 
Air  Navigation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir¬ 
cularized  the  following  proposal  for  aero¬ 
nautical  comment  and  has  conducted  an 
aeronautical  study  (l-OB-4091)  to  deter¬ 
mine  its  effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient 
utilization  of  the  navigable  airspace. 

The  Garden  State  Television  Cable 
Corporation,  Vineland,  New  Jersey,  pro¬ 
poses  to  construct  a  guyed  steel  tower 
at  latitude  39’’27'52"  north  longitude 
75*03'29"  west,  near  Vineland,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  at  an  elevation  of  573  feet  above 
mean  sea  level  (510  feet  above  ground) . 

Hie  proposed  structure  would  exceed 
the  standards  for  determining  hazards 
to  air  navigation  as  defined  in  §  77.23(a) 
(1)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  by  10  feet  in  that  it  would  be  more 
than  500  feet  above  the  ground  at  the 
site  of  the  construction. 

The  aeronautical  study  disclosed  that 
the  s^cture  would  require  an  increase 
from  1300  feet  to  1600  feet  in  the  proce¬ 
dure  turn  and  missed  approach  altitude 
for  the  VOR  approach  to  nmway  2  (AL 
5074)  at  the  Vineland-Downstown  Air¬ 
port.  The  study  also  disclosed  that  only 
5  instrument  approaches  were  conducted 
at  the  Vineland-Downstown  Airport  dur¬ 
ing  FY  1963. 


C.A.B. 

No. 


lATA 

No. 


Title 


Applica¬ 

tion 


R-2... 

R-6... 

R-6„. 

R-7.-. 

R-«... 

R-0... 

R-10.. 

R-11-. 

R-14.. 

R-16.. 

R-17.. 

R-22.. 

R-23.. 

R-24.. 


001b 

OOlh 

002 

002 

003 

003 

014b 

014r 

015 

057 

067 

oeoe 

068q 

002 

005 


Special  Eflectiveness  Resc^ation . . . . 

Two  Year  EflecUvenesi  Escape  Clause— Passengw  (Mid-Atbmtio) _ 

Standard  Revididation  Resolution _ _ _ _ _ 

Standard  Revalidation  Resolution _ _ _ 

Standard  Resdssion  Wesolutkoi . . . 

Standard  Rescission  Resolution . : _ ' _ 

Construction  of  CcunbiuBd  Jet/Propeller  Fares... _ _ _ 

Adjustment  of  Fares— Suspension _ _ _ ..... 

North  American  Proportional  Fares— Amending _ _ 

Joint  Conference  123— First-Class  Fares— Amen<Ui]« _ 

Jrint  Conference  123— Economy  Class  Fares— Amending _ 

Nwth  American-India/Pakistan  28-Day  Excursion  Fare— Auusidlnc.. 

Qroup  Fares— Joint  Conference  123— Amending _ 

Student  Fares— Revalidattng  and  Amending.. _ _ 

Reduced  Fares  to  U.S.  Military  Personnel — Amending _ _ _ _ 


1/2/3 
1/2 
1/2 
1/2/3 
1/2 
^/2/3 
1/2;  1/2/3 
1/2/3 
1/2/3 
1/2/3 
1/2/3 
1/2/3 
1/2/8 
1/2 
1/2/3 


>  R-2,  R-3,  R-5  through  R-11,  R-14,  R-16,  R-17,  R-22,  R-23,  R-24,  R-25. 
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The  study  further  disclosed  that  the 
structure  would  be  located  in  proximity 
to  a  commonly  used  VFR  route;  however, 
flights  conducted  along  the  route  would 
not  be  adversely  affected  since  the  min¬ 
imum  flight  altitude  in  the  vicinity, of 
the  proposed  site  is  at  least  1000  feet 
because  of  a  congested  area.  Further, 
the  affected  flights  could,  by  a  slight  ad¬ 
justment  of  route,  still  fly  at  altitudes 
now  in  use.  The  structure  would  have 
no  adverse  effect  upon  any  other  VFR 
operation. 

Based  on  the  aeronautical  study,  it  is 
the  finding  of  the  Agency  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  would  have  no  substan¬ 
tial  adverse  effect  upon  aeronautical  op¬ 
erations,  procedures  or  minimum  flight 
altitudes. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(§  77.37  (New) ) ,  it  is  found  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  would  have  no  substan¬ 
tial  adverse  effect  upon  the  safe  and 
efOcient  utilization  of  navigalfle  airspace 
and  it  is  hereby  determined  that  the 
proposed  structure  would  not  be  a  hazard 
to  air  navigation  provided' that  it  is 
obstruction  marked  and  lighted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Agency  standards. 

This  determination  is  effective  and 
will  become  flnal  30  days  after  the  date  of 
issuance  unless  an  appeal  is  filed  under 
§77.39  (New)  (27  FJt.  10352).  It  the 
appeal  is  denied,  the  determination  will 
then  become  final  as  of  the  date  of  the 
denial  or  30  days  after  the  issuance  of 
the  determination,  whichever  is  later. 
Unless  otherwise  revised  or  terminated, 
a  final  determination  hereunder  will 
expire  18  months  after  its  effective  date 
at  upon  earlier  absmdonment  of  the  con¬ 
struction  proposal  (S  77.41  (New)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
4,  1964. 

Geobge  R.  Borsari, 
Chief,  Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[FA.  Doc.  64-2386;  nied.  Mar.  11.  1964; 

8:45  am.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  16364] 

IRVING  MACHLOWITZ 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  Irving  Machlowitz, 
Brooklyn,  New  York,  order  to  show  cause 
why  there  should  not  be  revoked  the 
license  for  Radio  Station  KBI-3922  in 
the  Citizens  Radio  Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau,  un¬ 
der  delegated  authority,  having  iinder 
consideration  the  matter  of  certain  al¬ 
leged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  in  connection  with  the  operation  of 
the  captioned  station; 

It  appearing,  that,  on  or  about  May  22, 
wtober  25,  and  October  30,  1963,  the 
licensee  operated  Citizens  (Class  D) 
radio  station  ESI-3922  with  an  antenna 
in  excess  of  20  feet  in  height  above  the 


man-made  structure  on  which  it  was 
mounted,  in  violation  of  f  95J7(c)  (for¬ 
merly  §  19.25(c) )  of  the  Commission’s 
rules;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  mi  various 
occasions  between  BCay  1,  1963,  and  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1964,  and  particularly  on  Octo¬ 
ber  30,  1963,  the  maximum  power  input 
to  the  anode  (plate)  circuit  of  the  elec¬ 
tron  tube  or  tubes  suppl3ring  energy  to 
the  radiating  system  of  Citizens  (Class 
D)  radio  station  KBI-3922  exceeded  five 
watts,  in  violation  of  S  95.43  (formerly 
§  19.32)  of  the  Commission’s  rules;  and 

It  further  ai^aring,  that  on  various 
occasions  between  May  1, 1963,  and  Octo¬ 
ber  30, 1963,  and  particularly  on  October 
30, 1963,  Citizens  (Class  D)  radio  station 
KBI-3922  was  used  for  the  transmission 
of  music,  in  violation  of  §  95.81(b)  (for¬ 
merly  019.61(b))  of  the  Commission’s 
rules;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  on  or  about 
October  30,  1963,  the  licensee  trans¬ 
mitted,  by  means  of  Citizens  (Class  D) 
radio  station  KBI-3922,  communications 
directed  to  another  Citizens  radio  sta¬ 
tion  or  stations  which  exceeded  five  con¬ 
secutive  minutes,  in  violation  of  §  95.81 
(f )  (formerly  S  19.61  (f ) )  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  on  or  about 
October  30,  1963,  the  call  sign  of  Citizens 
(Class  D)  radio  station  KBI-3922  was 
not  transmitted  at  the  beginning  and 
termination  of  all  communications,  in 
violation  of  S  95.87  (formerly  §  19.62)  of 
the  Commission’s  niles;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  on  or  about 
October  30,  1963,  the  licensee  failed  to 
make  his  Citizens  (Cfiass  D)  radio  sta¬ 
tion  facilities  available  for  inspection 
upon  the  request  of  an  authorized  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Commission  made  to  the 
licensee  or  his  representative,  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  §  95.103  (formerly  §  19.73)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  section  303  (n) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  willfully 
violated  §§95.37(0  ,  95.43,  95.81(b),  (f) 
and  (g),  95.87  and  95.103  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  section  303  (n)  of  the 
Commimications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend.- 
ed;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  based  on  the 
licensee’s  conduct  in  connection  with  the 
use,  maintenance  and  operation  of  the 
captioned  radio  station,  the  Commission 
would  be  warranted  in  refusing  to  grant 
an  application  from  this  licensee  for  the 
same  class  of  radio  station  license  if  the 
original  application  were  now  before  it; 

It  is  ordered.  This  6th  day  of  March 
1964,  pursuant  to  section  312(a)  (2),  (4) 
and  (c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.331(b)  (8)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  that  the  licensee 
show  cause  why  the  license  for  the  cap¬ 
tioned  radio  station  should  not  be  re¬ 
voked.  and  appear  and  give  evidence  in 
respect  thereto  at  a  hearing  to  be  held 
at  a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  by  sub¬ 
sequent  order;  and 

It  is  further  ord^ed.  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  to  the 
licensee  at  2925  Mermaid  Avenue,  Brook¬ 


lyn,  New  York,  by  Certified  Mall — Return 
Re^pt  Requested. 

Released;  March  6,  1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-2427;  FUed.  Mar.  11.  1964; 
8:50  am.] 

[Docket  Noe.  15319, 15320;  PCC  64M-190] 

MARIETTA  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC., 
(WBIE)  AND  COBB  COUNTY 
BROADCASTING  CO. 

Statement  and  Order  After 
Prehearing  Conference 

In  re  applications  of  Marietta  Broad¬ 
casting  Company.  Inc.  (WBIE),  Mari¬ 
etta,  Georgia,  Docket  No.  15319,  Hie  No. 
BP-15405;  Sheridan  W.  Pruett  and 
Charles  M.  Erhard,  Jr.,  d/b  as  Cobb 
Coimty  Broadcasting  Company,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Georgia,  Docket  No.  15320.  File  No. 
BP-15443;  for  construction  permits. 

At  today’s  prehearing  conference, 
among  other  things  the  following  sched¬ 
ule  was  agreed  to: 

Exchange  of  applicants’  direct  affirmative 
written  case:  Engineering.  April  21.  1964; 
Lay,  May  5,  1964. 

Receipt  of  notification  of  witnesses  desired 
for  cross-examination:  Engineering,  April 
28.  1964;  Lay.  May  12, 1964. 

Hearing:  Tuesday,  May  19.  1964,  at  10  am., 
in  the  offices  of  the  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  (rescheduled  from  April  6,  1964) . 

So  ordered.  This  5th  day  of  March 
1964. 

Released;  March  6.  1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  64-2428;  Filed.  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:50  am.] 

[Docket  No.  15276;  FCC  64M-192] 

CHARLES  A.  SEAMAN 

Order  Continuing  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  application  of  CHiarles  A.  Seaman, 
935  Tanner  Avenue,  Elizabeth,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  for  a  general  class  amateur 
operator  license. 

By  Order  of  the  Hearii^  Examiner 
released  February  27,  1964,  issued  as  a 
result  of  the  prehearing  conference  held 
February  26,  1964,  a  further  prehearing 
conference  in  the  subject  proceeding  was 
scheduled  for  10:00  am.,  March  20, 1964, 
at  the  ofiSces  of  the  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D,C.; 

It  appearing,  that  on  March  4, 1964,  the 
Chief  of  the  Commission’s  Safety  and 
Special  Radio  Services  Bureau  (Bureau) 
filed  an  appeal  from  the  Hearing  Exam¬ 
iner’s  ruling  made  at  the  prehearing 
conference  held  February  26,  requesting, 
in  the  alternative,  enlargement  of  the 
issues  presently  specified;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  disposition 
of  the  matters  thusly  submitted  for  con- 
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sideraUon  of  the  Commission’s  Review 
Board  will  determine  whether  additional 
matters  are  to  be  discussed  at  the  next 
prehearing  conference  to  be  convened 
for  the  purpose  of  reaching  possible 
stipulations,  and  that  pending  such 
clarification  by  the  Review  Board  the 
presently  scheduled  further  prehearing 
conference  (March  20)  should  be  con¬ 
tinued  in  the  interests  of  expedition;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  as  agreed 
upon  by  counsel  for  Bureau  at  the  Febru¬ 
ary  28  prehearing  conference,  the  results 
of  Bureau’s  technical  investigation  were 
to  be  exchanged  with  counsel  for  the 
other  parties  by  March  10.  1964  amd  a 
summary  of  the  other  (lay)  evidence  to 
be  introduced  by  Bureau  by  March  13, 
1964,  and  that,  in  view  of  the  continu¬ 
ance  (see  infra)  of  the  presently  sched¬ 
uled  further  prehearing  conference,  it  is 
deemed  appropriate  to  extend  the  date 
for  the  exchange  of  Bureau’s  “technical 
data”  to  March  13  and  to  hold  the  ex¬ 
change  of  a  sununary  of  the  lay  evidence 
in  abeyance; 

It  is  ordered.  This  6th  day  of  March 
1964,  that  the  date  for  the  exchange  of 
the  results  of  Bureau’s  technical  investi¬ 
gation  is  continued  from  March  10  to 
and  including  March  13,  1964,  and  that 
the  exchange  of  a  summary  of  the  otiier 
(lay)  evidence  is  held  in  abeyance;  and 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  further 
preheaxlng  conference,  presently  sched¬ 
uled  for  10:00  a.m..  March  20,  1964  at 
the  offices  of  the  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  is  continued  to  a  date  to  be 
established  by  subsequent  order. 

Released:  March  6, 1964. 

Federal  Communications 
Comission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-2429;  Filed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:61  ajn.] 

[Docket  Noe.  16248-16250;  FCC  64R-126] 

UNITED  ARTISTS  BROADCASTING, 
INC.,  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  United  Artists 
Broadcastii^.  Inc.,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
Docket  No.  15248.  File  No.  BPCT-3168; 
Cleveland  Telecasting  Corp.,  Cleveland, 
Ohio.  Docket  No.  15249,  File  No.  BPCT- 
3191;  The  Superior  Broadcasting  Corp, 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  Docket  No.  15250,  File 
No.  BPCT-3243;  for  construction  permits 
for  new  television  broadcast  stations. 

1.  The  Review  Board  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  motion  to  delete,  modify 
and  enlarge  issues,  filed  by  Cleveland 
Telecasting  Corp.  (Cleveland)  on  Janu¬ 
ary  16,  1964.^  Cleveland  requests  the 
deletion  of  five  issues  as  to  itself  and 
the  addition  of  “Suburban”  and  legal 
qualifications  issues  as  to  United  Artists 
Broadcasting,  Inc.  (United  Artists) . 


^  Also  before  the  Bocurd  are:  Broadcast  Bu¬ 
reau’s  opposition,  filed  February  3,  1964;  op¬ 
position,  filed  February  3,  1964,  by  United 
Artists  Broadcasting,  Inc.;  and  reply,  filed 
February  13,  1964,  by  Cleveland. 


2.  Several  issues  were  designated  by 
the  Commission  as  to  Cleveland  (FCC 
63-1161,  released  December  23.  1963). 
Cleveland  filed  a  petition  for  leave  to 
amend  on  January  13.  1964,  which  it 
contends  would  moot  five  of  the  issues.* 

These  are:  Legal  qualifications  (citi¬ 
zenship  inquiry) ;  ownership,  manage¬ 
ment,  and  control  of  station;  financial 
qualifications;  location  of  main  studio; 
and  minimum  separation  rules  as  to 
transmitter  site.  Cleveland  asserts  that 
this  proposed  amendment  makes  it  un¬ 
necessary  to  adduce  evidence  on  the 
above  issues.  A  post-designation 
amendment,  even  though  it  purports  to 
eliminate  the  need  for  a  given  hearing 
issue,  does  not  constitute  an  wpropriate 
basis  on  which  to  request  deletion  of  the 
hearii^  issue.  See  L.  B.  Wilson,  Incor¬ 
porated,  FCC  63R^58,  24  RR  1018  (1963) , 
and  cases  therein  cited. 

3.  (Cleveland  urges  that  a  “Suburban^’ 
issue  be  added  in  order  to  determine  the 
efforts  made  by  United  Artists  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  programing  needs  of  the  Cleve¬ 
land  area.  This  contention  is  based 
solely  on  the  facts  that  United  Artists 
currently  has  applications  for  television 
construction  permits  in  three  cities 
(Cleveland,  Ohio;  Houston,  Texas;  and 
Boston,  Massachusetts),  and  the  finan¬ 
cial  and  staffing  proposals  for  all  three 
stations  are  identical  while  there  is  a 
substantial  similarity  in  program  pro¬ 
posals.  Program  similarity  is  allegedly 
shown  by  a  statistical  comparison  of  ad¬ 
vertising,  commercial  vs.  sustaining,  pro¬ 
gram  cat^ories,  etc.  Cleveland  alleges 
that  the  foregoing  raises  a  question  as 
to  whether  United  Artists  has  ascer¬ 
tained  the  particular  needs  and  interests 
of  the  CHeveland  area. 

4.  United  Artists,  in  its  opposition, 
states  that  the  statistical  data  used  by 
Cleveland  to  show  similar  programing 
is  misleading;  that  there  are  substantial 
differences  in  the  three  applications; 
that  United  Artists  has  tailored  its  pro¬ 
posed  programing  to  fit  the  area’s 
needs;  and  that  any  questions  pertaining 
thereto  can  be  considered  under  the 
standard  comparative  issue.  The  Broad¬ 
cast  Bureau  also  opposes  the  addition 
of  a  programing  issue.  It  asserts  that 
Cleveland  has  merely  pointed  out  super¬ 
ficial  similarities  in  programing  but 
has  not  shown  that  United  Artists  did 
not  ascertain  this  particular  area’s 
needs.  Cleveland,  in  its  reply,  asserts 
that  sufficient  similctrity  has  been  shown 
to  raise  a  question  which  should  be  re¬ 
solved  by  inclusion  of  a  specific  issue. 

5.  The  mere  showing  that  the  per¬ 
centages  for  types  of  shows  are  similar 
in  three  applications  is  insufficient  to  in¬ 
dicate  a  failure  to  ascertain  a  particular 
area’s  needs.  For  example,  each  pro¬ 
posal  would  devote  approximately  10 
percent  of  air  tim^  to  “Talks”,  but  the 
programs  themselves  are  different  in 
each  city.  One  of  the  “Talk”  programs 
in  each  city  will  be  an  events  or  calendar 
program  for  that  city,  and  the  news  will 
be  at  least  50  percent  local.  In  the  “Ed¬ 
ucation”  category,  Cleveland  will  get  a 


*  This  amendment  was  substantially  grant¬ 
ed  in  a  Memorandtim  Opinion  and  Order  re¬ 
leased  February  25.  1964  (FCC  64M-168) . 


TV  classroom.  Boston  will  get  a  school 
calendar  program,  and  Houston  will  get 
a  mixture  of  discussion  and  entertain¬ 
ment  called  Teenage  Time.*  There  are 
differences  in  the  other  categories,  too. 
Cleveland  has  not  shown  that  the  pro¬ 
grams  are  similar  in  the  three  proposals, 
rather  only  that  the  amount  of  air  time 
given  over  to  each  category  is  similar. 
Therefore,  Cleveland’s  request  for  a 
“Suburban”  issue  will  be  denied. 

6.  Cleveland  also  requests  a  legal 
qualifications  issue  as  to  United  Artists. 
It  alleges  that  it  has  not  been  estab¬ 
lished  that  at  least  75  percent  of  the 
voting  stock  of  United  Artists  is  owned 
or  voted  by  United  States  citizens,  and 
that  the  United  Artists  application  re¬ 
veals  that  14.5  percent  of  its  stock  is 
held  by  investment  houses  as  nominees 
for  investors  and  that  tills  substantial 
amount  of  unknown  ownership  may  raise 
“cross-interest”  probl^ns. 

7.  United  Artists’  opposition  asserts 
that  the  random  sample  of  stockholders 
which  was  made  to  check  <mi  citizenship 
is  sufficient  to  satisfy  section  310(a)  (5) 
of  the  Communicatiims  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  and  that  a  complete  survey 
would  be  impossible.  United  Artists 
also  asserts  that  a  broad  policy  inquiry 
into  the  cross-interest  problem  is  not 
practical  in  a  hearing  such  as  this  one. 
The  Broadcast  Bureau  also  opposes 
Cleveland’s  request  for  a  legal  qualifica¬ 
tions  issue.  It  asserts  that  United 
Artists’  showing  is  reasonable  for  section 
310(a)  (5)  purposes.  As  to  the  cross¬ 
interest  problem,  the  Bureau  agrees  that 
there  is  cause  for  concern,  but  does  not 
think  an  issue  is  necessary.  It  refers  to 
the  Commission’s  Metromedia  letter,* 
and  urges  that  a  similar  non-voting 
condition  be  attached  to  any  grant  which 
United  Artists  receives. 

8.  A  general  legal  qualifications  issue 
will  not  be  added.  United  Artists  cur¬ 
rently  has  three  applications  for  tele¬ 
vision  construction  permits.  In  the 
Boston,  Massachusetts,  proceeding  (Doc¬ 
ket  Nos.  15323,  et  al.),  the  Commission 
designated  a  multiple  ownership  issue 
and  a  section  310(a)  (5)  issue  on  the 
same  facts  as  are  present  here,  FCC 
64-96,  released  February  12,  1964.  In 
the  other  United  Artists  proceeding  in 
Houston,  Texas  (Docket  Nos.  15212,  et 
al.) ,  TVue  Associates,  Inc.  requested  a 
legal  qualifications  issue  on  the  same 
facts,  just  as  Cleveland  has  done  here. 
The  Review  Board  added  a  section  310 
(a)  (5)  issue  and  a  multiple  ownership 
issue  (FCC  64R-89,  released  February 
18,  1964),  citing  the  Boston  designation 
Order.  On  the  citizenship  inquiry,  the 
^ard  stated  that  “it  is  incumbent  uiwn 
United  Artists  to  make  a  showing  which 
provides  a  reasonable  basis  for  determin¬ 
ing  the  percentage  of  its  stock  that  is 

*This  is  the  applicant’s  classification  of 
the  inrogram. 

*  ’The  letter  to  Metromedia,  Inc.  (FCC  6^ 
1186,  dated  December  27,  1963)  concern^ 
a  possible  violation  of  the  mviltiple  ownership 
rules  If  an  assignment  of  stations  was  con¬ 
summated.  The  Commission  permitted  the 
assignment  on  the  condition  that  the  offen^ 
Ing  stockholders  (mutual  funds)  agree  not 
to  vote  their  stock  or  attempt  to  influence 
company  policies. 
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gation  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  cer¬ 
tain  reduced  rates  on  automobiles  pub¬ 
lished  in  tariff  schedules  designated 
therein  and  named  among  other  carriers, 
Containerships,  Inc.,  as  a  respondent  in 
this  proceeding; 

It  fiirther  appearing,  that  by  Third 
Supplemental  Order  in  this  proceeding, 
the  Commission  placed  all  revisions  of 
the  rates  or  other  matter  affecting  the 
transportation  of  automobiles  in  the  At¬ 
lantic  Coast/Puerto  Rico  trade  subse¬ 
quently  filed  by  respondents  herein, 
imder  investigation  in  this  proceeding 
with  a  view  to  making  such  findings  and 
orders  in  the  premises  as  the  facts  and 
circumstances  shall  warrant; 

It  further  appearing,  that,  on  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1964,  Containerships,  Inc.,  filed 
Second  Revised  Page  No.  23,  to  its  Tariff 
FMC-F  No.  1  which,  upon  becoming  ef¬ 
fective  March  15,  1964  will  provide  an 
allowance  of  twelve  and  one-half  perc^t 
(12V^  percent)  to  shippers  of  automo¬ 
biles  when  such  automobiles  are  carried 
on  deck  for  the  convenience  of  the  car¬ 
rier  with  the  consent  of  the  shipper; 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  effectua¬ 
tion  of  said  allowance  shortly  following 
the  recent  rate  decrease  on  automobiles 
would  result  in  instability  that  might  be 
detrimental  to  the  Puerto  Rican  trade; 
disrupt  the  status  quo  during  the  in¬ 
vestigation  in  Docket  No.  1167;  and  may 
result  in  rates,  charges  and/or  other 
tariff  matter  which  would  be  unjust,  im- 
reasonable,  or  otherwise  imlawful  in  vi¬ 
olation  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  and 
the  Intercoastal  Shipping  Act,  1933; 

It  further  appearing,  that,  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  said  allowance  provision 
should  be  suspended  pending  such  inves¬ 
tigation: 

Uow  therefore  it  is  ordered.  That 
“Note  F”  as  published  on  Second  Revised 
Page  No.  23  to  Containerships.  Inc. 
Tariff  FMC-F  No.  1,  and  as  brought 
forward  on  Third  Revised  Page  No.  23, 
be,  and  it  is  hereby  suspended  and  that 
the  use  thereof  be  deferred  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  July  14,  1964  unless  otherwise 
authorized  by  the  Commission,  and  that 
the  rates,  charges,  and/or  other  matter 
affecting  the  transportation  of  automo¬ 
biles  heretofore  in  effect,  and  which  were 
to  be  changed  by  the  suspended  matter, 
shall  remain  in  effect  during  the  period 
of  suspension:  > 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  no  change 
shall  be  made  in  the  matter  hereby  sus¬ 
pended  nor  the  matter  which  is  con¬ 
tinued  in  effect  as  a  result  of  such  sus¬ 
pension  until  the  period  of  suspension 
has  expired,  or  until  this  investigation 
and  suspension  proceeding  has  been  dis¬ 
posed  of,  whichever  first  occurs  unless 
otherwise  authorized  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  there  shall 
be  filed  immediately  \^th  the  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Containerships,  Inc.  a  consecu¬ 
tively  numbered  supplement  to  the  afore¬ 
said  tariff,  which  supplement  sdiall  bear 
no  effective  date,  shall  reproduce  the 
portion  of  this  order  wherein  the  sus¬ 
pended  matter  is  described,  and  shall 
state  that  the  aforesaid  rates  are  sus¬ 
pended  and  may  not  be  used  until  the 
15th  day  of  July  1964,  unless  otherwise 
authorized  by  the  Commission;  and  that 
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the  matter  heretofore  in  effect,  and 
which  was  to  be  changed  by  the  sus¬ 
pended  matter  shall  remain  in  effect 
during  the  period  of  suspension,  and 
neither  the  matter  suspended,  nor  the 
matter  which  is  continued  in  effect  as 
a  result  of  such  suspension  may  be 
changed  until  the  period  of  suspension 
has  expired,  or  until  this  investigation 
and  suspension  proceeding  has  been  dis¬ 
posed  of,  whichever  first  occurs,  unless 
otherwise  authorized  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  copies  of 
this  order  shall  be  filed  with  the  said 
tariff  schedule  in  the  Bureau  of  Dom^ic 
Regulation  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission: 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  (I)  a  copy 
of  this  order  shall  forthwith  be  served 
upon  all  respondents,  protestants  and 
interveners  herein;  (11)  the  said  re¬ 
spondents,  protestants  and  interveners 
be  duly  notified  of  the  time  and  place 
of  the  hearing  ordered;  and  (m)  this 
order  and  notice  of  the  said  hearing  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

All  persons  (Including  individuals,  cor¬ 
porations,  associations,  firms,  partner¬ 
ships,  and  public  bo^es)  having  an 
Interest  in  this  proceeding  and  desiring 
to  intervene  therein,  should  notify  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  promptly 
and  file  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  Rule  5(n)  (46  CFR 
§  201.74) . 

By  the  Commission,  March  3,  1964. 

[SEAL]  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-2410;  Piled,  Mar.  11.  1964; 

8:48  am.] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  CJP64-1671 

CARNEGIE  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

March  5, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  7,  1964, 
Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant)  ,  3904  Main  Street,  Munhall,  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP64-157  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  an  order  per¬ 
mitting  and  approving  the  abandonment 
of  certain  connecting,  regulating  and 
measuring  facilities  used  in  the  delivery 
of  natural  gas  to  Manufacturers  Light 
and  Heat  Company,  under  an  exchai^e 
agreement  involving  gas  from  Applicant’s 
well  No.  973  located  in  Green  County, 
Pennsylvania. 

Applicant  states  that  gas  production 
from  the  well  has  declined  to  a  point 
when  it  is  no  longer  economically  feasible 
to  produce  and  deliver  gas  from  the 
location. 

Applicant  will  continue  to  exchange 
gas  at  other  points  with  Manufacturers 
Light  and  Heat  Company  imder  the  terms 
of  the  agreement  above-mentioned. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 


Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there 
are  no  problems  which  would  warrant  a 
recommendation  that  the  Ccunmission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  In 
and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  a  hearing  may  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  this  application  provided  no 
protest  or  petition  to  intervene  is  filed 
with  the  time  required  herein.  Where  a 
protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  C^ommis- 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
March  31, 1964. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  64-2396;  Filed.  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  RI64-129] 

CONTINENTAL  OIL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Approving  Action  of 
Presiding  Examiner 

March  5, 1964. 

At  the  session  of  the  hearing  held  in 
the  above-styled  proceeding  on  Febru¬ 
ary  14,  1964,  the  presiding  examiner  re¬ 
cessed  such  hearing  to  reconvene  on 
April  14,  1964. 

The  extended  recess  was  granted  by 
the  presiding  examiner  to  enable  the 
Commission’s  staff  to  examine  many  vo¬ 
luminous  documents  which  the  presiding 
examiner  had  ordered  the  respondent 
producers  to  make  available  to  the  staff 
for  inspection  in  the  offices  of  the  re¬ 
spondents.  The  action  of  the  presiding 
examiner  was  taken  on  a  motion  made 
by  staff  counsel  to  require  production  of 
such  documents.  Staff  counsel  indicated 
to  the  presiding  examiner  that  the  ex¬ 
tended  recess  was  necessary  to  enable 
the  staff  to  examine  the  documents  and 
thereafter  to  prepare  testimony  for  pres¬ 
entation  at  the  further  hearing. 

In  accordsmce  with  the  provisions  of 
§  1.13(e)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  which  require 
Commission  approval  of  a  continuance 
for  a  period  in  excess  of  30  days  the  pre¬ 
siding  examiner  has  submitted  to  us  the 
report  of  his  action  granting  the  ex¬ 
tended  continuance. 

Viewed  in  the  light  of  the  circum¬ 
stances  presented  in  this  proceeding,  we 
feel  that  the  continuance  granted  by  the 
presiding  examiner  was  reasonable. 

The  Commission  orders.  The  presid¬ 
ing  examiner’s  action  taken  on  February 
14.  1964,  recessing  the  hearing  in  ttie 
above-styled  proceeding  to  reconvene 


on  April  14,  1964,  be  and  hereby  is 
approved. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  64-2397;  PUed,  Mar.  11,  1954; 
8:47  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  CP64-123] 

lOWA-ILLINOIS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC 
CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

,  March  5, 1964. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  29, 1963, 
as  supplemented  on  January  29,  1964, 
lowa-Hlinois  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  (Applicant),  206  East  Second 
Street,  Davenport.  Iowa,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP64-123  an  application  pursuant 
to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  certain  natural  gas 
pipeline  facilities  in  Johnson  County, 
Iowa,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application,  as  supplemented,  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  distributes 
natural  gas,  among  other  areas,  in  the 
Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa  City  areas,  Iowa, 
and  that  the  gas  supply  for  said  areas  is 
delivered  to  Applicant  by  Natural  (jas 
Pipeline  Company  of  America  at  a  point 
on  the  latter’s  pipeline  in  Iowa.  From 
this  delivery  point  Applicant  transports 
gas  by  means  of  two  parallel  10-inch 
lines  and  an  11.3  mile  12-inch  line  par¬ 
tially  looping  said  parallel  lines.  Appli¬ 
cant  proposes  herein  to  construct  and 
operate  22  miles  of  16-inch  line  which 
wiU  be  a  continuation  of  and  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  11.3  miles  of  loop  line.  The 
application  indicates  that  the  proposed 
line  will  increase  the  total  design  ca¬ 
pacity  of  all  of  these  lines  from  3,830 
Mcf  per  hour  to  5,708  Mcf  per  hour. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  line 
is  necessary  to  provide  additional  ca¬ 
pacity  for  the  present  requirements  and 
for  anticipated  increased  requirements 
of  the  Cedar  Rapids  and  Iowa  City  areas. 

The  application  shows  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  proposed  facilities  to  be 
$1,112,400,  which  cost  will  be  financed 
from  fimds  on  hand. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

-Take  further  notice  that  preliminary 
staff  analysis  has  indicated  that  there 
are  no  problems  which  would  warrant  a 
recommendation  that  the  Commission 
designate  this  application  for  formal 
hearing  before  an  examiner  and  that, 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practiw 
and  procedure,  a  hearing  may  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  this  application  provided  m 
protest  or  petition  to  intervene  is  filw 
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within  the  time  required  herein.  Where 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  where  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
March  30, 1064. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 

Secretary. 

(Fit.  Doc.  64-2398;  Filed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.] 


SMAU  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[Diseased  Products  Disaster  Declaration 
No.  2] 

TUNA  FISH  FROM  PACIFIC  COAST 
AREA 

Declaration  of  Disaster 

Whereas,  small  business  firms  are  en¬ 
gaged  in  catching,  processing  and  selling 
tuna  fish  from  the  Pacific  Coast  area; 
and 

Whereas,  certain  persons  died  in 
March  of  1963  from  eating  canned  tuna 
fish  which  was  contaminated  with  botu¬ 
lism;  and 

Whereas,  these  deaths  were  followed  by 
a  drastic  reduction  in  consumption  of 
canned  tuna  fish,  resulting  in  substan¬ 
tial  economic  injury  to  the  Pacific  Coast 
tuna  fish  industry  and  to  processors,  dis¬ 
tributors,  and  retailers  of  said  tuna  fish; 
and 

Whereas,  the  cause  of  the  botulism 
was  not  known; 

Now,  therefore,  as  Administrator  of  the 
Small  Business  Administration,  I  hereby 
declare  that  the  foregoing  circumstances 
constitute  a  disaster  within  the  meaning 
of  Section  7(b)(4)  (Pub.  Law  88-264) 
of  the  Small  Business  Act,  as  amended. 
Applications  for  disaster  assistance  will 
be  received  from  small  business  concerns 
which  have  suffered  substantial  eco¬ 
nomic  injury  as  a  result  thereof.  Fi¬ 
nancial  assistance,  if  found  to  be  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate,  will  be  extended  to 
small  business  concerns  deterniined  by 
Small  Business  Administration  to  have 
suffered  substantial  economic  injury  as 
a  result  of  this  disaster.  No  applica¬ 
tions  under  this  beclaration  shall  be  ac¬ 
cepted  subsequent  to  August  31, 1964. 

Eugene  P.  Foley, 

Administrator. 

February  27, 1964. 

IPR.  Doc.  64r-2401:  FUed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:47  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

CERTIFICATES  AUTHORIZING  EM¬ 
PLOYMENT  OF  LEARNERS  AT  SPE¬ 
CIAL  MINIMUM  RATES 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  14  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  (52  Stat.  1060,  as  amended, 
29  U.S.C.  201  et  seq.),  and  Administra¬ 
tive  Order  No.  579  (28  F.R.  11524)  the 
firms  listed  in  this  notice  have  been  is¬ 
sued  special  certificates  authorizing  the 
employment  of  learners  at  hourly  wage 
rates  lower  than  the  minimum  wage 
rates  otherwise  ai^licable  under  section 
6  of  the  act.  The  effective  and  expira¬ 
tion  dates,  occupations,  wage  rates,  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  of  learners  and  learn¬ 
ing  periods,  for  certificates  issued  imder 
general  learner  regulations  (29  CFR 
522.1  to  522.9) ,  and  the  principal  prod¬ 
uct  manufactured  by  the  employer  are 
as  indicated  below.  Conditions  provided 
in  certificates  issued  under  the  supple¬ 
mental  industry  regulations  cited  in  the 
captions  below  are  as  established  in  those 
regulations. 

Apparel  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(29  CFR  522.1  to  522.9,  as  amended,  and 
29  CFR  522.20  to  522.25,  as  amended). 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  authorizing  the  employment  of 
10  percent  of  the  total  number  of  fac¬ 
tory  production  workers  for  normal 
labor  turnover  purposes.  The  effective 
and  expiration  dates  are  indicated. 

Ackerman  Manufacturing  Co.,  Ackerman, 
Miss.;  effective  2-29-64  to  2-28-66  (men’s 
cotton  work  shirts) . 

Albain  Shirt  Co.,  Inc.,  501  N.  E.  Siareet, 
Kingston,  N.C.;  effective  2-18-64  to  2-17-66 
(men’s  dress  and  spenrt  shirts) . 

Belicraft  Manufactiulng  Co.,  Mount  Olivet 
Road,  Hartwell,  Ga.;  effective  3-18-64  to 
3-12-65  (men’s  sport  shirts) . 

Carwood  Manufacturing  Co.,  Plant  No.  2, 
Monroe,  Ga.;  effective  2-19-64  to  2-18-65 
(men’s  and  boys’  work  coats) . 

Elder  Manufacturing  Co.,  Bloomfield,  Mo.; 
effective  2-21-64  to  2-20-65.  Learners  may 
not  be  employed  in  the  manufacture  of 
men’s,  youth’s,  and  boys’  suits;  coats,  and 
overcoats  (boys’  outerwear  Jackets) . 

Kentucky  Pants  Co.,  Glasgow-Bowling 
Green  Road  and  117  North  Race  Street,  Glas¬ 
gow,  Ky.;  effective  3-7-64  to  3-6-66  (men’s 
work  and  casual  coats) . 

J.  A.  Lamy  Manufacturing  Co..  108  West 
Pacific  Street,  Sedalia,  Mo.;  effective  2-24-64 
to  2-23-65  (men’s,  boys’,  and  women’s 
dungarees) . 

Palmetto  Garment  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  186, 
Travelers  Rest,  S.C.;  effective  2-20-64  to 
2-19-65  (children’s  lingerie  and  sleepwear). 

Reidbord  Bros.  Co.,  Blairton,  Washington 
Township,  Westmoreland  County,  Pa.;  ef¬ 
fective  3-4-64  to  3-3-66  (men’s  and'  bo]^’ 
trousers) . 

Southland  Maniifacturing  Co..  Inc.,  Ben¬ 
son,  N.C.;  effective  3-4-64  to  3-3-65  (men’s 
and  boys’  sport  shirts) . 

Tipton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Upton,  Mo.; 
effective  2-18-64  to  2-17-66  (men’s  trousers). 

Vesta  Corset  Co.,  Inc.,  McGraw,  N.Y.;  ef¬ 
fective  3-4-64  to  3-3-65  (women’s  corsets 
and  garter  belts) . 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  for  normal  labm*  turnover  pur¬ 


poses.  The  effective  and  expiration 
dates  and  the  number  of  learners  au¬ 
thorized  are  indicated. 

Excelsior  Frocks,  Inc.,  396  Academy  Street, 
Archbald.  Pa.;  effective  2-19-64  to  2-18-65; 
10  learners  (ladles’  dresses) . 

LGAM  Manufact\iring  Co.,  Inc.,  Woodsfield, 
Ohio;  effective  2-26-64  to  2-26-66;  10  learn¬ 
ers  (ladles’  blouses) . 

Plattsburg  Garment  Co.,  612  Engles  Street, 
Plattsburg,  Mo.;  effective  2-20-64  to  2-19-65; 
10  learners  (boys’  outerwear  Jackets) . 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  for  plant  expansion  purposes. 
The  effective  and  expiration  dates  and 
the  number  of  learners  authorized  are 
indicated. 

Monticellp  Manxifactmring  Co.,  Plant  No.  3, 
a  division  of  KeUwood  Co.,  Wesson,  Miss.; 
effective  3-1-64  to  8-3 1-M;  90  learners 

(men’s  work  trousers  and  casual  slacks). 

Sevier  Industries,  SeviervUle,  Term.;  ef¬ 
fective  2-17-64  to  8-16-64;  100  learners 
(men’s  and  boys’  work  pants) . 

Tellico  Manufacttiring  Co.,  Inc.,  Tellico 
Plains,  Tenn,;  effective  2-17-64  to  8-16-64; 
100  learners  (men’s  and  boys’  sport  shirts) . 

Glove  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(29  CFR  522.1  to  522.9,  as  amended,  and 
29  CFR  522.60  to  522.65,  as  amended) . 

A.  C.  Little  &  Percy  Little,  d/b/a  Banner 
Klk  Glove  Co.,  Banner  Elk,  N.C.;  effective 
2-20-64  to  2-19-65;  10  learners  for  normal 
labor  turnover  purposes  (leather  palm  work 
gloves) . 

A.  C.  Little  &  Percy  Little,  d/b/a  Banner 
Elk  Glove  Co.,  Banner  Elk,  N.C.;  effective 
2-20-64  to  8-^19-64;  25  learners  for  plant 
expansion  purposes  (leather  palm  work 
gloves) . 

Knitted  Wear  Industry  Learner  Regu¬ 
lations  (29  CFR  522.1  to  522.9,  as 
amended,  and  522.30  to  522.35,  as 
amended) . 

Mullins  Textile  Mills,  Inc.,  314  WUkes 
Street,  Chadboiurn,  N.C.;  effective  2-24-64 
to  2-23-65;  5  percent  eff  the  total  nxunber 
of  factory  production  workers  toe  normal 
labor  tmrnover  purposes  (men’s  and  boys’ 
undershirts  and  sport  shirts). 

Each  learner  certificate  has  been  is¬ 
sued  upon  the  representations  of  the  em¬ 
ployer  which,  among  other  things,  were 
that  employment  of  learners  at  special 
minimum  rates  is  necessary  in  order  to 
prevent  curtailment  of  opportunities  for 
employment,  and  that  experienced  work¬ 
ers  for  the  learner  occupations  are  not 
available.  Any  person  aggrieved  by  the 
issuance  of  any  of  these  certificates  may 
seek  a  review  or  reconsideration  thereof 
within  fifteen  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  29  CFR  522.9. 
The  certificates  may  be  annulled  or  with¬ 
drawn,  as  indicated  therein,  in  the  man¬ 
ner  provided  in  29  CFR,  Part  528. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this 
28th  day  of  February  1964. 

Robert  G.  Gronewald, 
Authorized  Representative 
of  the  Administrator. 

[FJR.  Doc.  64-2400;  FUed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 
8:47  am.] 
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NOTICES 


CERTIFICATES  AUTHORIZING  EM¬ 
PLOYMENT  OF  LEARNERS  AT  SPE¬ 
CIAL  MINIMUM  RATES 

Notice  is  hereby  giren  that  pursuant 
to  section  14  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1936  (52  Stat.  1060,  as  amended, 
29  ni3.C.  201  et  seq.) ,  and  Administrative 
Order  No.  579  (28  FJl.  11524)  the  firms 
listed  in  this  notice  have  been  issued  spe¬ 
cial  certificates  authorizing  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  learners  at  hourly  wage  rates 
lower  than  the  minimum  wage  rates 
otherwise  applicable  under  section  6  of 
the  act.  The  effective  and  expiration 
dates,  occupations,  wage  rates,  number 
or  proportion  of  learners  and  learning 
periods,  for  certificates  issued  under  gen¬ 
eral  learner  regulations  (29  CFR  522.1 
to  522.9).  and  the  principal  product 
manufactured  by  the  employer  are  as 
indicated  below.  Conditions  provided 
in  certificates  issued  under  the  supple¬ 
mental  industry  regulations  cited  in  the 
captions  below  are  as  established  in 
those  regulations. 

Apparel  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(20  CFR  522.1  to  522.9,  as  amended,  and 
29  CFR  522.20  to  522.25,  as  amended) . 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  authorizing  the  employment  of 
10  percent  of  the  total  number  of  factory 
production  workers  for  normal  labor 
turnover  purposes.  The  effective  and  ex¬ 
piration  dates  are  indicated. 

The  Arrow  Co..  Jasper,  Ala.;  effective  3- 
10-64  to  8-0-66  (men’s  drees  shirts) . 

Fawn  Qrove  Manufacturing  Co..  Inc., 
Fawn  Grove,  Pa.;  effective  2-28-64  to  2-27- 
66  (men’s  and  boys’  work  and  semi-dress 
trousers). 

Gant,  Inc.,  162  James  Street,  Kew  Haven, 
Conn.;  effective  8-2-64  to  8-1-66  (men’s  dress 
shirts). 

F.  Jacobson  St  Sons,  Inc.,  Upton  and 
O’Brien  Streets,  Seymour,  Ind.;  effective 
8-6-64  to  8-6-66  (men’s  dress  shirts) . 

-  Lanier  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  112 
Russell  Street,  Easley,  S.C.;  effective  2-28-64 
to  2-27-66  (men’s  sport  shirts) . 

Liizeme  Outerwear  Manufacturing  Corp., 
87-03  North  Canal  Street,  Shlckshlnny,  Pa.; 
effective  2-27-64  to  2-26-66.  Learners  may 
not  be  employed  In  the  manufacture  of  sport 
coats  of  suit  type  construction  (men’s  and 
boys’  outerwear  Jackets) . 

Nettleton  Garment  Co.,  Nettleton,  Miss.; 
effective  2-29-64  to  2-28-66  (men’s  and  boys’ 
dress  pants). 

Phillips- Van  Heusen  Corporation,  Avigusta, 
Ark.;  effective  2-28-64  to  2-27-66  (men’s 
dress  shirts) . 

Sharon  Manufacturing  Co.,  Sharon,  Tenn.; 
effective  8-2-64  to  8-1-66  (children’s 
pajamas) . 

Svinset  Manufactiirlng  Co.,  Inc.,  24  Moser 
Road,  Pottstown,  Pa.;  effective  3-2-64  to 
3-1-64  (ladies’  dresses) . 

The  foUowing  learner  cer^cates  were 
Issued  for  normal  labor  turnover  pur¬ 
poses.  The  effective  and  expiration  dates 
and  the  number  of  learners  authorized 
are  indicated. 

Fawn  Grove  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc., 
Rising  Sun,  Md.;  effective  2-28-64  to  2-27-66; 
10  learners  (men’s  dungarees,  overalls,  and 
shirts). 

Holiday  Togs,  Xnc.,  620  South  Market 
Street,  Dayton,  Tenn.;  effective  3-22-64  to 
3-21-66;  6  learners  (bojrs’  and  girls’  outer 
shorts) . 


Eileen  Hope,  Inc.,  Liverpool.  Pa.;  effective 
8-4-64  to  8-8-65;  10  learners  (women’s 
dresses). 

l^ruoe  Pine  Manufacturing  Co..  Spruce 
Pine.  N.C.;  effective  8-7-64  to  8-6-66;  10 
learners  (men’s  and  boys’  dress  shirts). 

The  Watson-Scott  Co..  ’Thomasvllle,  Ga.; 
effective  8-4-64  to  8-8-66;  10  lectmers  (men’s 
Industrial  uniforms,  shirts,  trousers,  over> 
alls,  and  wmrk  Jackets) . 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  for  plant  expansion  purposes. 
The  effective  and  expiration  dates  and 
the  number  of  learners  authorized  are 
indicated.  ^ 

Anvil  Brand,  Inc.,  Independence,  Va.;  ef¬ 
fective  2-26-64  to  8-24-64;  110  learners 
(men’s  dress  Jeans) . 

The  Arrow  Co.,  Jasper,  Ala.;  effective  8-10- 
64  to  9-0-64;  60  learners  (men’s  drees  shirts) . 

Reidbord  Bros.  Co..  Livingston  St.,  Elkins, 
W.  Va.;  effective  8-2-64  to  9-1-64;  26  learn¬ 
ers  (men’s  trousers  and  work  shirts) . 

Cigfir  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(29  C?FR  522.1  to  522.9,  as  amended,  and 
29  CFR  522.80  to  522.85,  as  amended) . 

Bayuk  Cigars,  Inc.,  Morgan  Street.  Selma. 
Ala.;  effective  2-27-64  to  8-26-64;  26  learn¬ 
ers  for  plant  eiq)an8ion  purposes  (cigars). 

Glove  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(29  CFR  522.1  to  522.9,  as  amended,  and 
29  CFR  522.60  to  522.65.  as  amended) . 

Good  Luck  Glove  Co.,  Metropolis,  HI.;  ef¬ 
fective  8-10-64  to  3-9-66;  10  percent  of  the 
total  number  of  machine  stitchers  tor  normal 
labor  turnover  p\irpo6ee  (work  gloves) . 

Wells  Lamont  Corp.,  Waynesboro,  Miss.; 
effective  3-5-64  to  9-4-64;  16  learners  for 
plant  expansion  purposes  (leather  palm 
work  gloves) . 

Hosiery  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(29  CFR  522.1  to  522.9,  as  amended,  and 
29  CFR  522.40  to  522.43,  as  amended) . 

Charles  H.  Bacon  Co.,  Inc.,  Lenoir  City, 
Tenn.;  effective  3-2-64  to  8-1-66;  6  percent 
of  the  total  number  of  factory  production 
workers  for  normal  labor  turnover  purposes 
(men’s,  women’s,  and  chUdren’s  seamless 
hosiery) . 

Holt  Hosiery  Mills,  Inc.,  Finishing  Division, 
733  Koury  Drive,  Burlington,  N.C.;  effective 
2-28-64  to  8-27-64;  16  learners  for  plant 
expansion  purposes  (full-fashioned  and 
seamless) . 

Virginia  Maid  Hosiery  Mills.  Inc.,  and  Acme 
Hosiery  Dye  Works,  Inc.,  Pulaski,  Va.;  effec-^ 
tlve  3-2-64  to  9-1-64;  40  learners  for  plant 
expansion  purposes  (ladles’  fuU-fashioned 
and  seamless  hosiery) . 

Regulations  Applicable  to  the  Employ¬ 
ment  of  Learners  (29  CFR  522.1  to  522.9, 
as  amended) . 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  in  Puerto  Rico  to  the  companies 
hereinafter  named.  The  effective  and 
e:q;}iration  dates,  learner  rates,  occupa¬ 
tions,  learning  periods,  and  the  number 
or  proportion  of  learners  authorized  to 
be  employed,  are  indicated. 

Ansonla  Mills  de  Puerto  Rico,  Inc.,  404 
Barbosa  Avenue,  Hato  Rey,  PJt.;  effective 
1-27-64  to  7-26-64;  26  learners  for  plant  ex¬ 
pansion  purposes,  In  the  occupation  of  ma¬ 
chine  operator;  doffer,  each  for  a  learning 
p>6rlod  of  240  hours  at  the  rate  of  74  cents 
an  hour  (covered  rubber  thread). 

Ansonla  Mills  de  Puerto  Rico,  Inc.,  404 
Bazhosa  Avenue.  Hato  Bey,  PJt.;  effective 
1-27-64  to  1-86-66;  6  learners  for  normal 
labor  turnover  purposes.  In  the  occupation 
of  machine  operator;  doffer,  each  tor  a  learn¬ 


ing  period  of  240  hours  at  the  rate  of  74 
cents  an  hour  (covered  rubber  thread) . 

Baroeloneta  Shoe  Corporation.  %  Interna¬ 
tional  Shoe  Corporation.  P.O.  Box  366,  Ma- 
natl,  PJt.;  effective  2-17-64  to  8-16-64;  150 
learners  tor  plcmt  expansion  purposes.  In  any 
factory  productive  occupation  (with  certain 
exceptions),  each  for  a  learnl^  polod  of 
480  hours  at  the  rates  of  71  cents  an  hour 
for  the  first  240  hours  and  76  cents  an  hour 
for  the  remaining  240  hours  (men’s  shoes) . 

Barranquitas  Shoe  Co..  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  623, 
Barranquitas,  PJBL;  effective  2-12-64  to  2-11- 
66;  10  learners  for  normal  labor  turnover 
purposes.  In  any  factory  productive  occupa¬ 
tion  (with  certain  exceptions),  ecudi  for  a 
learning  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of 
71  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  240  hours  and 
76  cents  an  hour  for  the  remaining  240  homs 
(shoes) .  ( 

Barranquitas  Shoe  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  623, 
Barranquitas.  PJR.;  ^ectlve  2-12-64  to  8- 
11-64;  30  learners  for  plant  expansion  pur¬ 
poses,  In  any  factory  productive  occupation 
(with  certain  exceptions) .  each  for  a  learn¬ 
ing  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of  71 
cents  an  hour  for  the  first  240  hours  and 
76  cents  an  hour  for  the  remaining  240  hours 
(shoes). 

Cranbar  Corporation.  Barrio  El  Tuque, 
Ponce  W.  Ind.  Dev.,  P.O.  Box  “N”.  Ponce, 
P.B.;  effective  1-28-64  to  1-27-66;  23  learn¬ 
ers  for  normal  labor  turnover  purposes,  in 
any  factory  productive  occupation  (with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions) .  each  for  a  learning  period 
of  480  horns  at  the  rates  of  76  cents  an  hour 
for  the  first  240  hours  and  88  cents  an  hoiir 
for  the  remaining  240  hours  (rubber  and 
canvas  shoes).  — 

Dentsply  Puerto  Rico,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1131, 
Caguas,  PJl.;  effective  2-17-64  to  2-16-65; 

6  learners  for  normal  labor  turnover  pur¬ 
poses.  In  the  occupation  of  moulder;  driller, 
each  for  a  learning  period  of  240  hours  at  the 
rate  at  94  cents  an  hour  (artificial  teeth). 

Dixon  Ford  Shoe  Ojrixutition,  P.O.  Box 
766,  Salinas,  PJR.;  effective  2-17-64  to  8-16- 
64;  16  learners  for  plant  expansion  purposes, 

In  any  factory  productive  occupation  (with 
certain  exceptions) .  each  for  a  learning  pe¬ 
riod  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of  71  cents 
an  hour  for  the  first  240  hotirs  and  76  cents 
an  hour  for  the  remaining  240  hours  (shoes) .  I 
Dixon  Ford  Shoe  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
766,  Salinas.  PH.;  effective  2-17-64  to  2-16- 
65;  6  lecuuers  tor  normal  labor  turnover 
ptuposes,  in  any  factory  productive  occupa¬ 
tion  (with  certain  exceptions),  each  for  a 
learning  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  ol 
71  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  240  hours  and 
76  cents  an  hour  for  the  remaining  240  hours 
(shoes) . 

Jarulco,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  162,  Rincon,  PR.; 
effective  1-30-64  to  1-29-66;  6  learners  for 
n(»mal  labOT  tiimov^  purposes.  In  the  oc-  I 
cupations  of:  (1)  sewing  machine  operator 
for  a  learning  pWlod  of  480  hours  at  the 
rates  of  88  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  320 
hours  and  98  cents  an  hour  for  the  remain¬ 
ing  160  hours;  and  (2)  machine  operator 
other  than  sewing  machine  (machine  trim¬ 
mer);  final  Inspection  of  fully  assembled 
garments  for  a  learning  period  of  160  hoiu^ 
at  the  rate  of  88  cents  sm  hour  (brassieres). 

Mellsa  Brassiere  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  905, 
Caguas.  PH.;  effective  1-22-64  to  7-21-64; 

66  learners  for  plant  expansion  purposes,  in 
the  occupation  of  sewing  msmhine  operator 
for  a  learning  period  of  480  hows  at  the  rates 
of  88  cents  tm  hour  for  the  first  320  hours 
and  98  cents  sm  hour  for  remaining  160 
ho\irs  (brassieres). 

Knitting  Mills.  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  267, 
San  German,  PH.;  effective  2-17-64  to 
2-16-65;  16  learners  for  normal  labor  turn¬ 
over  purposes,  in  the  occupations  of:  (1) 
knitter;  topper;  looper,  estch  for  a  learning 
period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of  88  cents 
an  hour  for  the  first  240  hours  and  $1.03  an 
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boxir  for  the  remaining  240  hoiirs;  and  (2) 
0iachlne  stitcher;  presser,  each  for  a  learn¬ 
ing  period  of  320  hoiurs  at  the  rates  of  88 
cents  an  how  tac  the  first  IM  hours  and  $1.03 
an  hour  for  the  remaining  160  hows  (ladies’ 
full-fashioned  sweaters). 

Northrldge  Knitting  Mills,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
267,  San  German,  PJl.;  effective  2-17-64  to 
2-16-65;  15  learners  for  normal  labor  twn- 
over  purposes,  in  the  occupations  of:  (1) 
knitter;  topper;  looper,  each  for  a  learning 
period  of  480  hows  at  the  rates  of  88  cents 
w  how  for  the  first  240  hours  and  $1.03  an 
hour  for  the  remaining  240  hours;  and  (2) 
machine  stitcher;  presser,  each  for  a  learn¬ 
ing  period  of  320  hows  at  the  rates  of  88 
cents  an  how  for  the  first  160  hows  and 
11.03  aif  hour  fw  the  remaining  160  hows 
(ladles’  full-fashioned  sweaters). 

Puerto  Rico  Industrial  Manufactwing 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  505,  Manatl,  PJB.;  ef¬ 
fective  1-27-64  to  1-26-65;  10  learners  for 
normal  labor  twnover  pwposes,  in  the  oc¬ 
cupation  of  sewing  machine  operator  for  a 
learning  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of 
75  cents  an  how  for  the  first  240  hoxirs  and 
88  cents  an  how  for  the  remaining  240  hows 
(men’s  work  pants,  shirts,  and  overalls). 

Sun  Manufactwing,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  3207, 
Uayaguez,  P.R.;  effective  2-17-64  to  2-16-65; 
15  learners  for  normal  labw  twnover  pw- 
poees,  in  any  factory  productive  occupation 
(with  certain  exceptions),  each  for  a  learn¬ 
ing  period  of  480  hoxirs  at  the  rates  of  76 
cents  an  how  for  the  first  240  hows  and  88 
cents  an  how  for  the  remaining  240  hows 
(canvas  uppers  for  vulcanized  shoes) . 

Weststone  Knitting  Mills,  Ino.,  P.O.  Box 
267,  San  German,  PJl.;  effective  2-17-64  to 
3-16-65;  10  learners  for  normal  labor  turn¬ 
over  purposes,  in  the  occupations  of:  (1) 
knitter:  topper;  looper,  each  for  a  learning 
period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of  88  cents  an 
hour  for  the  first  240  hours  and  $1.03  an 
hour  for  the  remaining  240  hours;  and  (2) 
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machine  stitcher;  presser,  each  for  a  learn¬ 
ing  period  of  320  hours  at  the  rates  of  88 
cents  an  how  for  the  first  160  hours  and 
$1.03  an  how  for  the  remaining  160  hours 
(ladies’  sweaters) . 

Wilrlco,  Inc.,  State  Road  107,  Km.  0.1, 
Barrio  Camaseyes,  Aguadilla,  P.R.;  effective 
2-19-64  to  7-21-64;  50  learners  for  plant  ex¬ 
pansion  purposes,  in  the  occupations  of:  (1) 
baseball  hand  sewer  for  a  learning  period  of 
320  hours  at  the  rates  of  61  cents  an  how 
for  the  first  160  hours  and  71  cents  an  how 
for  the  remaining  160  hours;  and  (2)  winder 
machine  operator  for  a  learning  period  of 
160  hours  at  the  rate  of  61  cents  an  how 
(baseballs) . 

Each  learner  certificate  has  been  is¬ 
sued  upon  the  representations  of  the  em¬ 
ployer  which,  among  other  things,  were 
that  emplosntnent  of  learners  at  special 
minimum  rates  is  necessary  in  order  to 
prevent  curtailment  of  opportunities  for 
employment,  and  that  experienced  work¬ 
ers  for  the  learner  occupations  are  not 
available.  Any  person  aggrieved  by  the 
issuance  of  any  of  these  certificates  may 
seek  a  review  or  reconsideration  thereof 
within  fifteen  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  29  CFR  522.9. 
The  certificates  may  be  annulled  or  with¬ 
drawn,  as  indicated  therein,  in  the  man¬ 
ner  provided  in  29  CFR  Part  528. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  6th 
day  of  March  1964. 

Robert  O.  Oronewald, 
Authorized  Revresentative 
of  the  Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  64-2399;  FUed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:47  a.m.] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION 
FOR  RELIEF 

March  9, 1964. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  suxsordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short-Haul  ^ 

FSA  No.  38868 — Groundtoork  Paper 
Winding  Cores  to  and  from  WTL  Ter¬ 
ritory.  Filed  by  Western  Trunk  Line 
Committee,  Agent  (No.  A-2351),  for  in¬ 
terested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  groimd- 
wood  paper  winding  cores,  as  described 
in  the  application,  in  carloads,  from 
points  in  official,  southern  and  western 
trunk-line  territories,  to  points  in  west¬ 
ern  trunk-line  territory,  also  from  points 
in  western  trunk-line  territory,  to  points 
in  Manitoba  and  Ontario,  Canada. 
Grounds  for  relief — Carrier  competition. 
Tariffs — Supplement  77  to  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee,  Agent,  tariff 
I.C.C.  A-4389,  and  3  other  schedules 
named  in  the  application. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCot, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  64-2413;  Filed,  Mar.  11,  1964; 

8:48  am.] 
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